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Aberdeen  police  buu  204, 

233 — Adjourned  for  want  of  a 

Houfe,  235 

Accounts,  336 — :-Of  Eaft-India 
Company,  530,  553-^^  JE^ft 
India 

Addrefs,  moved  to  the  King  for 
papers  relative  to  the  volunteer 
corps  in  1782,  4 — For  papers 
refpeftin^the  florcs  left  at  Tou- 
lon and  JOunkirk,  17— Thank- 
ing the  King  for  his  meifage 
about  feditious  focietics,  241— 
One  moved  relative  to  Lord 
Dorcheftcr's  Letter  to  the  Ame- 
rican Indians,  335 Mcffagc 

from  the  Lords,  requeuing  the 
Commons  to  agree  to  their  ad- 
drefs  on  feditious /bcieties,  385 
— Theaddrefs,  397— Debate  on 
adopting  it,  398 — Addrcfs  for  a 
monument  to  the  memory  of 
Captain  Montagu,  397 — Ditto 
>  to  Captains  Harvey  and  Hutt, 

47^ 


America,  danger  of  a  rupture  with 
it,  334— Lord  Dorchefter^t  Let- 
ter to  the  Indians,  336— Mefirt« 
Hammond's  and  Randolph's  let* 
ters,  444 

Attornies,  bill  brought  in  refpe&« 
ing  Popifli,  I 
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Boyd,  Walter,  his  letter  to  Mr. 

Pitt,  refpediing  the  £mpeior'a 

loan,  365 
Burke,  right*honourable  Edmund, 

vacates  his  feat,  470 
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Contra£br's  bill  to  .explain  their 

difqualifying  biH,  226 — Divifioii 
on  leave  to  bring  it  in,  227 — 
Read  a  firft  time,  232 — Thrown 
out,  237 

Credit,  vote  of,  236 

Crown  lands,   mcflage  for  better 
management  of  them,  12 — Ta- 
ken into  confideration,  66 
JLeave  granted  to  bring  in  a  bill 
refpeding,67 — Read  a  firft  time, 

97 


Debtors  petition  from  thofe  in 
Morpeth  jail,  172 — From  the 
Fleet  prifon,  244 — Bill  for  their 
relief,  245 — Report  brought  up, 
333 — Read  a  third  time,  334 — 
Faffed  343 

Divifions,  extraordinary  number 
of,  on  fufpending  the  Habeas 
Corpus  A(ft,  273 

Dorchefter,  Lord,  his  letter  to  the 
Indians,  336 — Mr.  Hammond's 
copy  of  ditto,  446 

Dunkirk — Be$  Pafen^  fee  Failures 
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Eaft-India  Company;  Committee 
of  Accounts,  and  accounts  re- 
fpetting,  moved  for,  i — Com- 
mittee fits,  22 — Budeet  laid  be- 

of  It, 

-Refolutions  refpeiEting  the 
Budget  read  a  firft  time,  3  g 
Bill  to  augment  their  debt  two 
millions,  36 — Read  a  firft  time, 
37 — Loan  to  them  difcyfied,  95 
—Bill  for  the  loan,  ordered  to 
be  engrofled,  97— Third  read- 
ing moved,   1 54 

Ele£nons,  bill  to.  prevent  delays 
in,  168,  204 — Reje(^ed,  238— 
Leave  given  to  Mr.  Dent  to 
bring  in  a  different  bill,  240 

Emigrant    Corps -^See    French 

Corps 


fore  the  Houfe,  2  c — -More  com- 
plete Jtatement  or  it,  J30,  553 
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Failures  of  the  expeditions  to  Dun* 
kirk  and  Toulon,  motion  for  pa* 
pers  refpc6ling  them,  105 

Felons— S>^  Penitentiary 

French  Corps,  notice  of  iA  bill  for 
taking  them  into  Britifh  pay, 
iC — Leave  moved,  76 — Grant- 
ed, 37 — Read  a  firft  time,  65 
—Second  ditto  and  debate  there- 
on, 136 — Divilion  on  commit- 
ting it,  150 — Debate  on  the 
Speaker's  leaving  the  chair,  T57 
— Amendment  about  fwearing 
them,  168 — Ditto  to  inlift  them 
only  one  year,  169 — Negatived, 
171 — Claule  limiting  the  num- 
ber to  5000,  172 — Debate  on 
paffing  the  bill,  172 — PaflTed, 
202 

French  property  bill  read  a  fiiift 
time,  150 


Grey,  Sir  Charles — S^e  Thanh 
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Habeas  Corpus  A61:,  motion  to  fuf- 
pend  it,  253 — Divifion  on  leave 
to  bring  in  the  bill,  271 — Read 
a  firft  time,  and  motion  to  read 
it  a  fecond,  271 — Great  number 
of  divifions  on  its  different  ftagcs, 
273 — Motion  to  adjourn  on  ac- 
count of  Mr.  Pitt's  abfence,  274 
— Debate  on  the  third  reading, 
283 — Claufe  by  Mr.  Harrifon, 

Hammond,  Mr. — See  America. 

Harvey,  Captain— »S>^  Monument^ 
fee  Addrefs 

Haftings,  Warren,  Efq.  Report 
on  the  delays  of  his  trial  brought 
up,  and  ordered  to  be  printed, 
202 — Order  difcharged,  20J— 
Divifion  on  the  recommitment 
of  the  Report,  205 — Debate  oa 
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the  rote  of  tbanks  to  tlie  Ma- 
nagers in  the  trial,  4x8 

Highways,  leave  given  to  bring 
ia  a  bill  exempting  the  poor 
from  being  c;harged  with  their 
repairs,  66 

Hood,  hord-See  nault 

Houfc— aJ^^  Call 

Howe,  Earl— «^<r^  Thanks 

Hutt,  CsLutaixir-^ee  Monument,  fie 
Addrefs 
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Jenris,  Sir  John— 5/^  Thanks 
Impeachment— &^  Haftings 
Judicature,  bill  to  eftablifh  a  Court 

of,  jn  Norfolk  Ifland,     New 

South  Wales,  i 
Juiliclary,  QoyxXt  di^^Sss  Muir 


K4 

Kent,  Magiflrates  of,  defeiided  re-* 
fpefting  a  fuppofed  feditious 
plot,  13 

I-and  Revenue  of  the  Crown4 — 
^n  Cro'uan  Lands, 

Loan  to  the  Emperor,  .the  poilibi- 
Jity  of  fuch  a  thing  denied  by 
Meflrs,  Johnfon,  Morgan,  and 
Angerftein,  96 — Letters  of  Mr. 
Pitt  and  Mr.  Boyd  refpcdting  it, 

London — See  Mihiia 

Lottery,  Refolution  of  the  Com- 
mittee of  Supply  for  one,  2—' 
Petition   from  Office  *' Keepers, 

M. 

Meflagc  from  the  Lords  on  receiv- 
ing the  Papers  of  the  feditious 
Societies,  328 — ^On  appointing  a 

Secret  Committee,  330 Re- 

quefting  the  Commons  to  con- 
cur ia  their  Addrefs  concerning 
ditto,  383 — From  the  King,  re- 
fpedting  the  Management  of  the 


Land  Revenue  of  the  Crowiu 
Ja— Rcfpe^ing  the  Pruflian  fub* 
fidy,  101 — Refpeding  fe^tiout 
Societies,  337 

Militia  in  the  cit^  of  London,  Bill 
for  regulating  It,  416,  417 

Minority,  Lifts  of,  in  ^vour  of 
applying  penfions  to  the  public 
fervice,  9a — Againft  the  Emi- 
grant Corps  bill,  ici— Againft 
fufpending  the  Habeas  Corpus 
»^»  327— In  favour  of  Pcace» 
383 

Montagu,  Captain*^  &#  Addrefs^ 
fee  Monunientm 

Monuments,  voted  for  Captains 
Montague,  397-*— Hanrey  and 
Hutt,'  470 

Morpeth — See  Deht^rs 

Muir  and  Palmer,  Mr.  Adam*s 
fpeech  refpe^ing  their  TiialSf 
489 

N. 

Navigation  Bills,  236 
Norfolk  laand— ^r^  Judlcaturi 
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Ordnance  bill,  343 


P* 


Palmer— ^^•f  Muir 

Papers  refpedting  the  (lores  left  at  • 
Toulon  and  Dunkirk  moved  for, 
17 — Seizure  of,  difcuiled,  243— 
See  alfo  Volunteer  Corps  bill 

Papifls,  notice  of  a  motion  for  put- 
ting them  on  the  footing  ot  fo- 
reign troops  employed  in  Britifli 
fervice,  168 

Peace,    refolutions  in  favour  of, 
-354- Minority  in  favour  of, 

383 
Penitentiary  Houfes  for    Felons, 

236 

Penfions,  notice  of  a  motion  for 

appropriating  them  to  the  fervice 

of  the  nation,  6 — Motioii  made, 

72 


INDEX. 


Pitt^  Right  Hon,  WilHatn,  rtiotxoa 
to  adjourn  on  account  of  his  ab- 
fence,  274— His  letter  refpe<5t- 
'  ing  the  Emperor*s  loauj  363 

Police — See  Aberdeen 

Popery — See  dttorntes^  fee  Tejls.fee 
Paplfts 

Tajje  Comitatus,  in  relation  to  the 
Volunteer  Corps  bill,  difcufled, 

Property — See  French 
Prulfian^--^  Subfidjy  and  Mejfagt 


R. 

Randolph,  Mr. — See  America 

Reports  of  the  Secret  Committee 
charged  with  being  erroneous^ 
325,  38b 

Rights,  Bill  of,  an  article  read  by 
deKire  of  Mr.  Francis,  37 

RoyaltyTheatre,  petition  for  open- 
ing it,  94 — Motion  for  bring- 
ing in  a  bill,  151 — Negatived 
nem%con.  153 


S; 


Speech  of  the  King  at*  proroguing 
th^  Parliament,  370 

Subfcriptions,  Voluntary — See  Vb^ 
lunteer  Corps  Bill^  along  imth 
fivhich  this  fuhjeB  is  airways  $on^ 
neBed'  >  ■  Difcuffion  refpecSling 
fubfcfiptioiis,  37  to  65 — Claufe 
by  Mr.  Serjeant  Adair,  60 

Subfidy,  MelTage  refpe£ling  the 
Pruflian,  202 — Motion  for  grant- 
ing it,  and  debate,  212— Mr* 
Fox*s  Amendment,  224 — Mr, 
Sheridan's  amendment  on  re- 
ceiving the  Report  of  the  Com- 
mittee,  and  debate  thereon,  225^ 
--^Divifion  on  the  amendment, 
^32-— Read  a  firft  time,  235— 
Mr.  Sheridan  moves  for  an  ac- 
count of  the  monies  paid  to  the 
King,  together  with  ah  dccouht 
of  the  troops  he  has  provided. 

Supplement  to  the  Reports  of  the 

Secret  Committee,  385 
Supplies,  accurate  account  of,  47 i 
Supply,  Report  from  Committee 

of,  2 — Committee  and  Grants, 

93  ^ 


Sabbath,  bill  for  enforcing  the  c^jae 
obfervance  thereof,  166 

Secret  Committee,  to  inquire  into 
the  fedition,  propofed,  240— 

Voted,  243 — Lift  of,  244 

Firft  Report  from,  245 — Second 

ditto,  and  Appendix,   384 

SUpplcmeiit  brought  up,  385 

Sedition,  Meflage  from  the  Kmg 
refpe6ting  feditious  Societies,  237 
— rapers  of  the  Societies  brought 
up,  240 — Addrefs  moved,  241 
.  —Motion  to  fufpend  the  Habeas^ 
Corpus  a6l,  253^ — Debate  on  the 
Addrefs  to  the  King  fent  from 
the  Lords,  397 — Papers  of  the 
Societies  returned  to  the  Secre- 
tary of  State,  443— Mr,  Adam's 
fpeech  refpe6ting  the  trials  for, 
in  Scotland,  489 — Seditious  plot 

in  Kent,   1 3 Sec  alfo  Habeas 

Corpus  and  Secret  Committee 

Societies,  fee  Sedition 


Tells  rcfpcding  Roman  Catholics, 
204 

Thanks,  notice  of,  to  Sir  Charles 
Grey  and  Sir  Johii  Jervis,  328 
— Moved  to  them,  Prince  Ed- 
ward,  and  General  Dundas,  329 
— itb  Earl  Howe,  393 — To  his 
Officers,  &c.  396— To  the  Ma- 
nagers of  Mr.  Haftings's  Trial, 
4t8,   433'i— To  Lord  Hood, 

Theatre^^-^r^  Royalty 

Toulon— 6"^^  Papers^  and  Failure 


V. 

Volunteer  Corps  bill,  the  order  of 
the  day  moved  thereon,  2  — 
Papers  refpe6ting  the  fame  mea- 
fure  in  1782  moved  for,  4— — 
Committee  moved  for,  6 — Bill 
comajitted,  11 — Amendments  to 


INDEX. 


}fi  t2«-Re^rted^  and  ordered 
to  be  printed,  x  5 — Report  re- 
ceived, with  fome  amendments, 
and  the  bill  ordered  to  be  en- 
groffed^  35— —Debate  on  third 
leading,  37  ■  ■  .Mr.  Adair's  a- 
mendmenc  refpefting  fubfcrip* 
donsy  60 


Wales,  New  South«^^^  ^uiica^ 
twre 


Ways  and  Means,  Accurate  account 

of,  481 
WoolcomberSf  bill  re(pe  Aing  them, 

236 
Wray,  Mr.  his  legacy,  94 
Writ^,  new  ones,  for  Oxford,  4^3 

— -Honiton  and  Malcon,  470 
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Varmoutbf  Earl  of,   vacates  hit 

feat,  443 
Yonge,  Sir  George^  tacates  hi| 
'  feat,  470 
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2  PARLIAMENTARY  A.  1794. 

Mr.  HOBART  brought  up  the  report  of  the  Committee  of  Sup- 
ply, containing,  among  others,  a  refolution  that  the  fum  of  300, 1 1 5I. ' 
be  granted  to  His  Majefty  for  fevcn  reginicnts  pf  clefenfive  cavalry, 
&c.  The  refolutions  were  read,  agreed  to,  and  bills  were  ordered 
to  be  brought  in,  in  purfuance  of  them.  Mr.  Hobart  brought  up 
the  report  of  the  Committee  of  Ways  and  Means,  containing  a  re- 
folution that  740,6661.  I  ^s.  6d.  be  raifed  by  way  of  lottery,  which 
is  to  confift  of  40,000  tickets,  at  18I.  los.  4d.  each,  dating  the 
inftalments  by  which  the  purchafers  of  tickets  are  to  make  good  their 
payments,  &c.     The  refolution  being  read, 

Mr.  TAYLOR  begged  the^Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer's  at- 
tention for  a  moment.  When  the  right  honourable  gentleman  in- 
troduced the  lottery  this  year,  he  ftated  to  the  Houfe,  that  he  h^d 
reafon  to  believe,  the  evil  of  infurance,  was  in  a  great  meafure  done 
away  by  the  laft  regulation.  This  was  erroneous  ;  he  did  not  mean 
to  charge  the  Minifter  with  having  attempted  to  impofe  on  the 
Houfe ;  he  muft  have  been  mifinformed.  Mr.  Taylor  faid  he  had 
fince  made  inquiry  refpefling  that  fubjeft,  the  refult  of  which  was, 
that  he  found  the  evil  was  in  no  fhape  done  away  or  diminifhed. 
After  he  came  into  the  Houfe  to-day,  he  was  met  by  an  honourable 
Alderman  of  the  City  of  London  (who  was  not  now  in  the  Houfe,) 
who  ftated  to  him  his  obfervation  coinciding  with  his  owm.  He  had, 
he  faid,  converfation  with  fevcral  others,  and  they  all  confirmed 
what  he  had  already  faid  with  regard  to  the  lottery  ;  if  the  Minifter 
made  further  inquiry,  he  Would  find  he  had  been  wrongly  informed 
on  this  fubjeft.  He  (hould  not  now  oppofe  the  lottery,  becaufe  the 
bargin  was  made  ;  but  he  begged  it  now  to  be  underftood,  that  if 
the  Minifter  (hould  propofe  a  lottery  in  theenfuing  feflion  of  Parlia- 
ment, he  (hould  oppofe  that  meafure-,  and  take  the  fenfe  of  the 
Houfe  upon  it.  If  this  tax  had  been  given  notice  of  a  week  ago, 
he  (hould  have  oppofed  it,  but  under  all  the  circumftances  of  the 
prefent  cafe,  he  (hould  not  oppofe  it.  He  (hould  oppofe  the  next, 
if  brought  forward,  both  when  opened  in  the  Committee  of  Ways 
and  Means,  and  alfo  when  it  (hould  be  afterwards  brought  before 
the  Houfe.  The  refolution  was  then  read  a  fecond  time,  agreed  to, 
and  a  bill  ordered  to  be  brought  in  purfuant  to  it. 

Mr.  Chancellor  PITT  moved,  that  the  order  of  the  day,  for 

,going  into  a  Committee  of  the  whole  Houfe  on  the  bill  for  providing 

regulations  with  refpedl  to  fuch  men  as  (hall  voluntarily  enroll  them- 

felves  for  the  internal  defence  of  the  country,  be  read  ^  which  being 

done, 

.  Mr.  HONEYWOOD  adverted  to  what  had  pa(red  the  od%er 
day,  on  the  fubjedl  of  fubfcriptions  for  railing  troops  ^  he  (aid,  that 
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having  given  his  opinion  on  that  fubje<?t,  it  was  unneccflary  for  him 
to  repeat  it ;  he  felt  great  difficulty  on  it,  until  the  mcflfage  came 
regularly  from  the  Throne  to  that  Houfe ;  but  after  the  addrefs  was 
carried,  he  felt  himfclf  in  fonie  degree  relieved,  and  he  attended  a 
meeting  of  his  conftituents,  convened  by  the  Sheriff  of  the  county  of 
Kent.     Upon  the  proceedings  on  that  occafion,  he  was  put  under  a 
new  difficultj",  and  that  upon  a  point  in  which  the  liberty  of  the  peo- 
ple of  this  country  was  materially  concerned.     He  meant  the  man- 
ner  in  which  accounts  of  the  proceedings  were  to  be  publifhed.    The 
Sheriff  had  figned  two  accounts  of  thefc  proceedings,  at  Icaft  the 
Sheriff  s  authority  was  fated  to  two  accounts.     In  the  County  Pa- 
per, his  (Mr.  Honcywood's)  name  ftood  to  a  refolution,  to  which  he 
never  agreed,  which  the  Sheriff  never  put,  or  if  he  did,  it  was  after 
he  (Mr.  Honeywood)  had  left  the  nx)m.     In  the  Morning  Papers, 
it  appeared  the  requifition  of  the  Sheriff.     But  as  the  refolution  he 
before  alluded  to  bore  his  name,  and  he  had  never  figned  it,  agreed 
to  it,  nor  even  heard  it  put,  he  felt  himfelf  fo  concerned,  as  to  ren- 
der it  neceifary  for  him  to  make  this  public  declaration,  that  his  fen- 
riments  on  this  public  bufinefs  fhould  not  be  mifunderfkKxi.     l^e 
refolution,  with  his  name  to  it,  and  which  he  difclaimed,  appeared 
as  a  requeft  of  die  Lord  Lieutenant  of  the  county,  to  allow  other 
county  plans  to  be  entered  into.     He  agreed  to  nothing  of  fuch  a 
nature.     The  praftice  of  fending  from  the  Secretary  of  State  a  re- 
quifition to  the  Lord  Lieutenant,  to  be  from  him  recommended  or 
communicated  to  the  Grand  Juiy,  for  the  purpofe  of  raifing  any  men, 
without  the  confent  of  Parliament,  ^'as  what  he  thought  unconftitu- 
tional  and  dangerous,  and  what  it  concerned  him  to  difclaim.     He 
did  not  mean  to  accufe  the  Sheriff  of  having  done  intentionally  any 
thing  riiat  was  wrong.    Country  gentlemen  were  not  men  of  bufinefs 
in  general,  and  in  the  hurry  of  it  might  make  miflakes;     But  he 
mull  explain  for  himfelf,  for  tills  was  a  refolution  he  never  would- 
have  acceded  to.    Having  faid  this,  he  muft  obferve,  that  the  mea- 
fure  now  before  the  Houfe  had  his  concurrence,  as  a  matter  of  ne- 
ccffity.    It  was  ncceffary  for  the  fafety  of  the  country.  This  country 
was  in  a  lamentable  (ituation,  and  forry  he  wzs  to  fee  it :  he  would 
do  every  thing  in  his  power  to  fupport  it,  and  to  remove  the  difH- 
culty  if  poflible  ;  but,  in  doing  fo,  he  muft  take  care  that  he  did 
not  pafs  the  limits  of  the  Conftitution  itfelf.     He  thought  he  knew 
the  value  of  that  Conftitution  ;  and  he  muft  fay,  that,  after  all  he 
had  heard  on  the  fubjedJ,  it  appeared  to  him,  that  the  moft  dangc* 
Tous  prerogative  the  King  of  tiiis  country  could  ever  poffefs,  was 
that  of  raifing  troops  by  fubfcription,  as  fome  propofed,  without  the 
confent. of  Parliament.     Even  the  idea  of  the  biU  now  before  flit 

Ba 
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Hottfe  could  not  be  enteitamed  for  a  day  undqr  an;  excufe  but  di^ 
inoft  prpffing  necefltty'. 

;  Mr,  ChancplloF  PITT  faid,  that  the  principle  of  the  fubjca  now 
^efore  the  Houfi^  had  been  fully  difcuiled  qn  a  fenner  ocxalion ;  but 
he  n>uA  Aat^  to  the  Houfe,  that  as  different  gen^^men  had  fi^eftedi 
Several  points  to  him,  which  he  vm  not  ready  to  Uiy  before  fh^  doufe 
fully>  it  might  be  prop^  that  the  Committcfe  on  the  bill  might  bf 
poftponed  till  to-morrow. 

,  Mr.  TAYLOR  laid,  he  did  xm  underftand  that  the  Houfc  ha4 
come  to  any  determinations  or  to  any  thing  like  a  determination^ 
that  the  railing  of  troops  by  fubfcriptipny  was  legal  or  cpniHtuticniaU 
JfJe  could  not  thinji  the  previous  queftion  was  a  negative  to  a  prppo- 
iition-  H^  wilhed  the  Hovife  to  underlfeind,  and  the  people  of  this 
country  to  undcrAandj^  that  the  Houfe  of  Commons  had  given  na 
/ppinion  upon  the  fubjed  of  railing  trpops  by  fu^fpr^tion.^ 

Mr.  Chancellor  PITT  faid,  he  conceived  that  the  Houfe  ha4 
thought  it  proper  not  to  come  p  the  queftion^ 

Mr.  TAYLOR  laid,  juft  fo  ;  but  the  Houfe  bad  not  fajd  that 
.the  railing  men  without  the  confent  f>f  Ps^am^ntj  was  ^egal  or  cotir 
HitutionaL 

The  Houfc  then  agreed  to  go  into  a  Committee  oif  the  whol^ 
Houfe  on  this  bill  to-morrow. 

.  Mr.  SHERIDAN  rofe  to  move  for  papers  which  appeared  to, 

hinfiji  he  faid,  fo  much  of  courfc  to  grant,  that  it  would  not  be  pof- 

fible  reafonably  to  object  to  their  being  laid  before  the  Houfe.  .  Ha4 

he  entertained  any  doubt  on  that  fubje£^,  h^  ihould  of  courfe  have 

.given  notice  of  his  intention  to  n\ove  for  diem^     He  would  how-s 

.^ver  aflT^gn  a  reafon  for  moving  for  thefe  papers.     It  was  becaufe  a 

learned  gentleman,  in  the  courfe  of  the  debate  on  Friday  night,  had 

quoted  extracts  from  them,  and  laid  a  cor^fiderable  ftrefs  on  thefe 

partial  parts,  in  order  to  prove,  as  hP  f^^d,  Aat  a  fubfcription  iox 

railing  troops  had  been  thought  of  by  Adminiftratlon  in  die  year  1782 

.He  therefore  moved,  *^  That  an  humble  addrefs  be  prefented  to  His 

Majefty,  humbly  praying,  he  wiQ  be  ^leafed  to  giv^  ^ire^tions  for 

;  laying  Ipefore  the  Houfe,  copies  of  all  the  anfwers  received  by  His 

Maje%*s  Spcretary  of  State,  to  the  circular  letter  written  by  the 

Earl  of  §hf \bume,  containing  plai\s  for  pifing  voluntary  corps  for 

the  internal  ^^fence  of  the  kingdom  for  the  year  1 7  82." 

Mr.  Qha.i\ceHor  PITT  faid,  that  the  fame  ipotion  was  made  in 
the  year  1782,  a^nd  oppofed  by  the  right  honourable  gentleman, 
(Mr.  Fox,)  who  wa§  then  Secretary  pf  State,  and  when  the  honour- 
able gentlcm.^n  who  made  this  motion  was  himfclf  in  an  official  litu- 
atton  in  the  Goy^^rpent  of  this  country.     The  Hpufe  had  then 
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thou^t  fit  to  itfufethefevoy  papers:  for  ^  (ake  of  the  oonfiftency 
of  the  journals,  therefore,  he  was  defirous  it  fliould  not  a{$)ear  that 
papas  which  had  been  rtfiifed  when  the  fubjed  was  in  a^tatlon^ 
ftdcdd  be  granted  vrhen  they  became  merely  matter  of  hiftory.  Ho 
^fired  the  Journals  to  be  read,  vMch  bring  done,  it  appeared  that 
a  motion  was  made  fon  tfiofe  papers  on  the  i  ith  of  June,  on  which 
affebate  arofe,  and  the  Houfe  divided,  when  the  motion  palled  in 
the  native,  their  being  68  againft  22« 

Mr.  OREY  thought  d^ere  might  be  good  reafon  for  refuting  at 
that  time,  becaqfe  the  anfwer^  might  expofe  the  weaknefs,  perhaps, 
pf  fame  parts  of  die  country,  and  therefore  it  pfiight  be  prudent  ^ 
th9t  time  to  refufe  to  grant  them.  Bqt  we  were  under  no  fuch  cir- 
laimftanees  as  to  thefe  papers  at  diis  time. 

Mr.  FRANCIS  faid,  that  the  obje^on  to  producir^  the  p4« 
pers,  viz.  dxat  it  would  create  an  Inconfiftency  in  the  proceedings 
of  the  Houfe,  was  very  unfit  to  be  urged  by  thofe  peribns,  who 
}aA,  in  fsuBt^  produced  fome  pf  the  papers  in  c^ueftion ;  who  had 
garbled  them  for  their  own  purpofes  \  vdK>  had  read  them>  and 
(commented  upon  them  in  ihiAx  fpceches.  Th^t  fnch  a  mode  of 
piodudng  papers,  and  the  ufe  made  of  them,  was  moft  unfair  and 
unparliamcntaiy.  If  Minifters  were  at  liberty  to  quote  fuch  pa- 
pers, and  to  argue  from  them,  they  were  bound  to  produce  themi 
tfasit  others  mi^t  have  the  fame  advantage.  It  was  an  abfurdity 
and  a  contfadi^on,  that  dooiunents,  which,  in  fad,  had  been 
partially  quoted,  ^nd  relied  on,  were  not  fit  to  be  produced  entire. 

Mr.  SHERIDAN  ridiculed,  as  an  aflfeiSled  regard  for  oonfiftencyj^ 
in  order  to  conceal  an  evident  fubterfuge,  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer's  prdent  declaration  for  oonfiftency.     The  real  efteem 
he  had  for  that  merit  was  evident  in  the  manner  he  refufed  on  one 
day,  s^nd  agreed  the, next,  to  receive  the  petition  of  Mr.  Palmer; 
^nd  to  refufe,  and  grant,  the  Secretary  pf  3tate*s  circular  letter  to 
the  Lord  Lieutenants.     The  truth  was,  that  this  was  a  fcheme  of 
the  Mimiler  to  make  a  falfe  imprefTion  on  feme  part  of  the  Houfe^i 
and  as  many  as  he  could  of  the  Public.     The  Attorney  Gencnd 
was  to  come  forward  with  garbled  accounts,  and  partial  extraAs  of 
returns  to  Lotd  Shelbume*s  letter  in  1 7  8  2,  and  from  thefe  to  aigua 
that  iubfcriptions  had  been  generally  agreed  vpon  for  fupporting  thc^ 
Executive  Power  in  the  year  1782.     This  was  fo  unworthy  an  at- 
tempt, that  he  muft  take  the  fenfe  of  the  Houfe  upon  it ;  and  ha 
had  £sffther  to  fay,  that,  if  defeated  now,  he  fhould  bring  this  {y^ 
je3  forward  again  in  ^  more  formal  fhape. 
The  Houfe  divided, 

for  the  motionj,  i8.     Againft  it,  86. 
The  Iloufip  adjourned. 
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Tuefday^    ijl  April 

Mr.  HARRISON  gave  notice  that  on  TucfiJay  next  he  ihould 
move  for  leave  to  bring  in  a  bill  for  appropriating  certain  emolu- 
ments, penfions,  'and  finecune  places  for  the  fcrvice  of  the  Public, 
according  to  the  difpofitlon  of  Parliament  during  theprefent  war  :  he 
meant  to  include  in  this  regulation  certain  efficient  places  to  a  cer^ 
tain  amount,  and  of  a  certain  defcripticm,  as  weQ  as  finecures, 

Mr.  BURKE  faid  he  hoped  we  flipuld  have  fome  other  efficient 
refources  for  carrying  on  the  war. 

Mr.  Chancellor  PITT  moved  the  order  of  the  day,  for  the 
Houfe  to  refolve  itfelf  into  a  Committee  of  the  whole  Houfe»  on  the 
bill  for  the  encouragement  of  fuch  men  as  {hall  voluntarily  enrol 
themfelves  for  the  general  defence  of  the  kingdom  during  the  pre- 
fentwar. 

Mr.  FRANCIS  aflced,  whether,  fuppofing  the  bill  ihould  pafs^ 
;ind  the  fervice  propofed,  fliould.  thereby  receive  the  fandiion  of  Par- 
liament, it  was  meant  and  underftpod  by  thofe,  who  brought  In  th^ 
bill,  that  the  mode  of  providing  for  the  expence  of  that  farvice,  viz, 
by  a  private  fubfcription,  would  be  virtually  included  in  that  fanc- 
tion,  and  authorifed  by  Parliament,  without  any  fpecific  mention 
ofit? 

Mr.  Chancellor  PITT  faid,  there  was  no  declamtion  in  this 
bill  on  the  fubjcft  ;  but  he  had  no  difficulty  jn  faying,  that  when. 
the  corps  was  enlifted,  he  had  no  doubt  that  the  application  <Jf  any 
fubfcription  towards  forming  that  corps  would  be  fecured  by  the 
bill. 

Mr.  Serjeant  ADAIR  faid,  it  was  his  intention  to  offer  on  the 
report  a  claufe,  exprefely  to  authorife  fubfcriptions,  to  remove  doubts 
on  the  law  as  it  now  flood,  and  without  glancing  at  that  queftiqn 
either  the  one  way  or  the  other, 

Mr.  Chancellor  PITT  conceived  fuch  claufe  to  be  unncceflary, 
and  faid  he  fhould  therefore  oppofe  it. 

Mr,  FRANCIS  faid,  that  before  he  pffered  his  opinion  on  the 
bill,  he  could  not  but  complain  of  a  praftice,  which  generally 
prevailed  in  that  Houfe,  and  which  in  efFe<S  took  away  all  freedom 
pf  debate,  by  confining  every  difcuflion,  :On  fubjcdJts  of  importance, 
tp  three  or  four  individuals.  That,  on  this  point,  he  fpoke  with 
great  impartiality.  That  a  few  diftinguilhed  perfons,  hy  occupying 
the  whole  time  pf  the  Houfe  with  fpeeches  of  many  hours,  not 
only  wore  out  the  patience  of  the  few  who  attended  to  them,  while 
a  majority  of  the  Members,  perhaps,  were  taking  their  nouriflmient 
Of  their  repofe,  but  precluded  aU  others  frpm  pffering  their  opinion 
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• 
ever  fo  {hortly,  for  want  of  an  opportunity  of  being  heard  even  for ' 
a  iBoment.  That,  if  it  was  the  objed  of  eloquence  to  weary  and 
deaden  the  attention  of  an  unhappy  audience  ;  to  exhaud  all  human 
patience  ;  to  efface,  by  endlefs  repetition,  an  impreflion  once  made  y 
to  ftujMfy,  rather  than  to  convince  ;  and  finally,  to  lofe  the  votes  of 
friends,  whofe  conftitution  funk  under  the  intolerable  burden  im- 
pofed  upon  their  faculties  ;  then,  indeed,  the  gentlemen  he  alluded 
to  w«re  fupremely  eloquent. 

That,  as  to  the  bill  now  depending,  it  appeared  to  him  that  th^ 
queftion  of  the  legality  of  private  fubfcriptions  for  public  fervices, 
had  been  debated  by  the  Attorney  General  and  others  on  the  pre- 
ceding night,  he  would  not  lay  without  learning  or  without  ability^ 
but  upon  a  falfe  principle,  on  which  the  queflion  of  right  ought  not 
to  be  argued,  at  leaft  in  the  firft  inftance.     That,  inftead  of  inquir- 
ing what  the  fenfe  and  meaning  of  the  conftitution  was,  and  muft 
be,  and  then  what  the  ancient  pradlice  of  Parliament  had  bcen^ 
the  learned  gentleman  had  exerted  his  indufhy  to  find  out  and  col- 
led): a  number  of  modem  fads,  which  he  thought  fuited  his  pur- 
pofe,  and  out  of  an  accumulation  of  fuch  h6{s  to  e(labli(h  a  doc- 
trine ;  that  is,  to  invert  the  natural  order  of  the  inquir)',  and  to 
prove  principles  by  precedents,  inftead  of  juftifying  pradicc  by  prin- 
ciple.    That  every  one  of  the  inflances,  fo  relied  on,  might  be  no- 
dung  better  than  abufes,  which,  being  but  inconfiderable,  perhaps^ 
in  the  amount,  or  evidently  harmlefs  in  the  application,  had  pafled 
without  notice.     But  now  the  queftion  comes  diredlly  before  us.— 
We  are  at  ilTue  on  thcl  point  of  right.— ~— Will  you  fuffcr  it 
to  be  decided,    not   by  its    own    intrinfic  reafon,    not  by    die 
principles  of  the  Conftitutbn,  but  by  fome  fpecial  fa£ls  and  in- 
ftances  of  a'  modem  date,  in  which  the  queilion  of  right  was  not 
debated  ?  I  do  not  ^believe  that  the  examples  produced,  have  been 
fairly  quoted  ;  but  if  they  were,  what  is  it  to  us,  who  had  no  con- 
cern in  thofe  tranfadions,  and  who  are  now  contending  for  the  truth 
of  a  conftitutional  principle  ?  Inflances  of  wrong,  done  by  others,  if 
jdiey  were  ever  fo  numerous,  are  not  to  conclude  againft  my  right. 
What  is  it  to  nie  that  fuch  and  fuch  things  were  done  in  the  adini- 
niftration  of  Mr.  Fox  or  Mr.  Pitt,  of  Lord  Rockingham  or  Lord 
Shelburne  ?    Were  they  right  when  they  were  done  ?  If  diey  were 
not,  now  that  they  are  queftioned,  this  is  the  time  tp  condemn  and 
put  a  flop  to  them.     Tlie  effence  and  virtue  of  a  free  conditution, 
and  of  ours  in  partictilar,  is,  that  it  adls  and  governs  by  common 
rules  and  equal  meafures,  operating  indifferently  on  all  men,  with- 
out fele^CMi,  and  in  proportion  to  their  ability,  eftimated  ongene^^ 
nl  principles.     The  firft  cfTedl  of  voluntary  fubfcriptions,  rccpm^ 
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mcftded  by  Power,  and  therefore  not  to  voluntary  as  they  pretend  to 
be,  is  to  deprive  us  of  the  benefit  of  ailing  under  common  rules  and 
equal  meafures,  by  piquing  fome  men  to  contribute  beyond  their  real 
tbility>  from  motives  of  pride,  jealoufy,  competition,  or  zeal.      At 
the  fame  time,  the  richeft  perfons  may  efcape,  if  they  will,  or  con-* 
tribute  but  a  trifle  in  comparifon  with  their  means.     Then  comes 
the  invidious  pcrfonal   diftinftions,  die  fuppofed   difafFe6l!ony  th^ 
marking  out  of  particular  perfons  in  every  county  as  enemies  to  Go- 
vernment, Ivith  an  endlefs  train  of  jealoufies,  contentions,  and  ani- 
modties  ill  private  life,  encouraged  and  fomented  by  the  pervading 
and  predominating  influence  of  Government  in  every  corner  of  th« 
country. 

If  private  eontributions,  to  be  received  and  difpofcd  of  by  the 
Executive  Power,  are  lawful  at  all,  they  arc  equally  lawful 
in  all  inftanccs.  See  then  to  what  conclufion  that  dodrine  goes.— 
What  becomes  of  the  Houfe  of  Commons,  if  the  people  may  give 
tod  grant  diredtly  to  the  Crown  ? — ^Will  a  feat  in  this  Houfe  be 
worth  four  or  five  thoufand  pounds  ?  That  at  leaft  is  a  point,  which 
gentlemen  would  do  well  to  confider,  before  they  part  with  tlie  power 
of  the  purfc.  They  will  not,  I  fuppofe,  furrender  their  own  in- 
dividual intereft,  for  the  fake  of  betraying  the  conftitutiort.  Will 
tficy  teach  the  Minifter  to  ^pply  for  money  to  any  body  but  thetrt* 
felvcs  ?  I  need  not  pu(h  this  argument  any  farther.  Their  gene- 
rous feelings,  I  am  fure,  are  fufficiently  ^ive  upon  the  fubjedl. 

But  after  all,  is  the  fupply  which  the  Minifier  cxpefts  to  obtaiil 
by  thefe  ifr^lar  courfes,  worth  the  difpute  ?  Is  it  likely  to  be  Con- 
fiderable  ?  Will  he  favour  us  with  an  eftimate  of  wh;tf  he  thinks  it 
will  amount  to  ?'  K  he  will,  1  declare  that  I,  for  one,  am  ready  to 
give  him  double,  or  even  treble,  the  amount  of  his  own  efiimate, 
provided  he  will  take  it  in  a  regular  parliamentary  way,  that  iS| 
throi^h  the  medium  of  the  Houfe  of  Commons.  If  he  will  noti 
then  I  thitik  it  mufi  be  evident  that  the  fupply  is  not  the  objedl* 

Mr.  FOX,  without  wifliing  to  enter  upon  one  of  thofe  long 
ipeedhes  which  the  honourable  Member  had  oondemn«d|  wasdefir- 
<ius  of  juflifying  himfelf  from  die  inconfiftency  of  condtift  imputed 
to  him  from  what  happened  in  the  year  1782.  His  own  chart dler 
1^^  undoubtedly  dear  to  him,  as  muft  be  the  cafe  of  every  man  ; 
but  he  was  impelled  with  equal  force  to  this  jufiification,  from  the 
iJhafaAer  of  the  Marquis  of  Rockingham  having  been  alfo  involved 
in  the  chati^.  The  memory  of  that  iUuftrious  peribn,  he  trufted, 
Would  iHU  meet  with  many .  defenders  in  that  Houfe,  and  he  was 
fure  there  virere  fome  {Mr.  Burke  was  fuppofed  to  be  alluded  to] 
%ho  could  fiot  be  indifllerent  to  any  imputation  thrown  upon  it*   He 
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then  went  at  length,  into  the  meaning  of  die  circular  letters  fent  to 
manufefturing  towns  by  the  Earl  of  Shclbume  in  the  year  1782, 
and  argued  that  they  had  no  fimilarity  whatever  widi  the  prcfent  ap- 
plication. The  Attorney  General  had  in  the  late  debate  produced 
fome  letters  of  the  Sheriffs  in  anfwer  to  that  of  the  Earl  of  Shcl- 
burnc,  with  the  view  of  (hewing  that  fome  of  them  underilood  it  ai 
a  folicitation  to  enter  into  a  voluntary  fubfcription.  On  inquirj'  he 
learned  that  the  number  of  anfwers  lent  to  the  noble  Earl's  letter 
amounted  to  about  one  hundred  and  fortj%  of  which  only  fix  or 
feven  were  referred  to  by  the  Attorney  General.  He  was  forry  for 
the  abfence  of  that  learned  gentleman,  as  he  was  convinded  that 
when  he  found  the  Minifter  rcfufe  the  produdion  of  the  remaining 
letters,  he  would  be  afhamed  and  indignant  at  being  made  the  in- 
Ihnaient  of  pra£Ufing  fuch  a  deception  on  the  Houfc.  In  fix 
months  after  the  circular  letter  of  th«  year  1782,  he  was  found 
publicly  oppofing  in  that  Houfe  thefe  voluntary  fubfcriptions  to  the 
King  on  the  fame  grounds  upon  which  he  now  opposed  them,  and 
had  formerly  oppofed  them  in  the  year  1778.  Why  did  not  the 
Minifters  of  that  time  charge  him  with  inconfiftcncy  ?  The  reafon 
was  obvious —becaufe  tlie  tranfa<Sion  was  then  freih  in  the  minds 
and  knowledge  of  men,  and  not  fo  liable  to  mifreprcfcntation  as 
how,  after  an  interval  of  twelve  years.  He  ftill  continued  to  hope 
that  the  production  of  all  the  anfwers  to  Lord  Shclburne's  letter 
would  not  be  perfevered  in. 

Mr.  BURKE  declared  that  he  Ihould  riot  be  unxjihdful  of  the 
hint  given  by  Mr.  Francis,  and  drawn  fipm  a  precept  in  a  writer 
of  very  high  authority  with  tlic  gentleman  oppofite  to  him  (Captain 
Morris) — 

"   Solid  men  of  Bofton  make  no  long  potations, 
'*  Solid  men  of  Bofton  make  no  long  orations. 

**Bow!  wow!  wow!" 

And  this  injunction  he  could  the  more  readily  comply  with,  as  he 
had  in  faft  very  little  to  fay  upon  the  fubjedt.  At  the  period  allud- 
ed to,  Mr.  Fox  muft  know,  that  though  he  held  an  office  fup|X)fctl 
to  be  very  high  and  very  advantageous,  yet  he  was  as  completely 
ignorant  of  what  was  pafling  in  the  cabinet  as  any  man  in  England. 
He  was  then  very  fully  employed  in  drawing  up  voluminous  reports 
on  the  affairs  of  India,  and  alfo  in  a  laborious  inveftigation  into  th«.r 
details  of  the  public  offices.  Thefe,  together  with  the  f-vcre  iind 
arduous  duties  of  his  own  department,  left  him  but  very  little  timo 
to  any  other  bufincfs  ;  and  as  to  the  prefcnt  tranfadion,  he  pro- 
tefted  that  the  fmalleft  trace  of  it  did  not  remain  upon  liis  meinory 
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He  mufty  however,  fay,  from  his  private  and  intimate  knowledge, 
of  the  Illuftrious  Marquis  of  Rockingham,  that  no  man  was  mort       | 
incapable  of  concurring  in  any  thing  which  he  thought  tobe  uncon-       1 
ftitutional.  [ 

Mr.  SHERIDAN  felt  himfelf  much  difappointed  in  that  kind 
of  defence,  which  he  had  a  right  to  expeft  from  Mr.  Burke,  of  th« 
oonduA  of  the  Marquis  of  Rockingham,  and  fuppofed,  that  the  in- 
jun<%on  againft  "  long  orations"  was  not  the  only  moral  precept  in 
that  fyftem  of  ethics  alluded  to,  which  ferved  to  regulate  the  con- 
duS  of  diat  right  honourable  gentleman.  He  would  take  die  liberty 
to  remind  him  of  another  palTage  in  the  fame  approved  writer,  in  ^ 
which  he  fays, 

'*  He  went  to  Daddy  Jenky,  by  Trimn^r  Hall  attended, 
**  In  fuch  company,  good  lack  I  how  his  morals  mud  be  mended* 

"  Bow!  wowi  wow!*' 

He  then  reprefented,  tfiat  Mr.  Fox  had  mentioned  the  juflification 
of  the  noble  Marquis  to  have  been  one  of  his  chief  motives  for  erw     1 
tering  into  the  explanation ;  whereas  Mr.  Burke  was  contented  to 
declare  his  ignorance  of  the  proceeding,  and  leaye  the  memory  of    i 
the  Marquis  of  Rockingham  to  be  defended  by  others.     He  then  ar-^ 
raigned  Mr.   Burke  of  inconfiftency,  in  now  complaining  of  thm 
place  which  he  formerly  held,   and  the  lofs  of  which  he  bewailed 
immediately  after  the  Adminiftration  to  which  he  belonged  was  dif- 
mifTed.     He  called  to  his  remembrance  the  fpeech  which  he  made 
upon  that  occafion,  with  a  profefled  ferUibility  in  all  the  enjoyments 
of  which  be  was  deprived,  and,  amongft  others,  the  mufic  of  dnim^ 
and  fifes,  which  regularly  afforded  him  a  morning  ferenade. 

Mr.  BURKE  returned  his  fincere  thanks  to  the  philofophcr  for 
thofe  moral  inftrudlions  wlilch  he  was  fo  kind  as  to  convey  to  him^ 
and  of  which  he  fhould  not  fail  to  profit,  from  a  convi£lion  of  ho\iF 
much  the  value  of  moral  leffons  were  enhanced,  by  being  fo  well 
exemplified  iii  the  life  and  a6lions  of  the  preacher.   .  That  roan  nnuft: 
indeed  know  little  of  morality,  who  was  not  confciou?  that  th^' 
longeft  life  was  too  fliort  for  the  attainment  of  its  perfection,  and 
he  who  pradlifed  morals  with  the  naoft  delicate  obfervance,  would 
find  fufiicient  imperfedlions  to  prevent  him  from  boafling  of    it. 
Without  fubje6ling  himfelf,  however,  to  the  imputation  of  vanity ^ 
he  hoped  he  may  fo  far  rely  upon  his  moral  charafter,  as  to  fuppoft^ 
that  it  could  receive  neither  diminution  nor  addition  from  any  tefti— 
mony  which  Mr.  Sheridan  may  bear  to  it.     There  were  but  twQ 
other  points,  of  which  he  fliould  take  any  notice.     'Firfl,  what  ^was 
&id  of  his  diflike  to  official  iituation  ;  and  fecondly^  the  inattention 
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of  v^ich  he  yms  accufed  to  the  vindication  of  the  Marquis  of  Rock* 
ifl^am.  To  the  firft  he  would  fay,  that  he  never  ptofcffed  himfelf 
indiflerent  to  the  emoluments  of  official  iituation,  or  to  the  rank  or 
patronage  that  it  af&rded ;  and  that  both  in  public  and  private,  he 
had  always  condemned  the  ridiculous  jargon  of  thofe  who  afFe^ed 
the  contrary.  To  the  fecond  he  would  only  juft  obferve,  that 
thoi^h  fome  charges  of  inconfiftency  had  been  qiade  againft  Mr. 
Fox  for  his  prefent  opinions,  he  had  heard  none  made  againft  the 
Marquis  of  Rocking^iam. 

Mr.  SHERIDAN  declared,  that  it  Wiis  a  great  miftake  to  fup- 
pofe  tiiat  he  made  any  attack  upcm  the  moradity  of  Mr.  Burke,  for 
if  his  words  had  been  attended  to,  it  would  appear  that  he  fuppofcd 
him  to  poflefs  it  in  fuch  fuperabundance,  ths^  he  might  even  (pare 
fome  part  of  it  for  the  right  honourable  gentlemen  that  furrounded 
him.  [Mr.  Burke  was  fitting  upon  the  Treafury  Bench.]  In 
fpeaking  of  his  official  fituation,  he  did  no  more  than  repeat  his  own 
expreffions  ;  and  if  he  had  attended  to  the  laft  debate,  he  would 
have  heard  dired  charges  of  inconfiftency  brought  againft  the  Mar« 
quis  of  Rockingham. 

Mr.  BURKE  faid,  that  being  othcrwifc  diligently  employed  in 
fulfilling  the  duty  impofed  upon  him  by  the  Houfc,  there  were  only 
one  or  two  fubjeds  upon  which  he  attended  its  debates,  thou^  by 
way  of  extraordinary  inducement,  Mr.  Sheridan  always  held  out  to 
him  the  doucetfr  of  having,  upon  every  occafion,  the  whole  conduft 
of  his  life  ripped  up  and  ranfacked.  Recurring  to  the  official  fitua- 
tion  which  he  at  one  time  held,  while  Mr.  Sheridan  was  Secretary 
to  the  Treafury,  he  declared  it  to  be  fo  iriefome  to  him,  on  account 
of  the  negledt  of  otiiers,  that  it  was  with  much  difficulty  he  was 
prevented  from  throwing  it  up,  nor  would  any  confideration  induce 
him  willingly  to  pafs  again  fo  difagrceable  a  time.  He  concluded 
with  a  cenfure  of  Mr.  Sheridan  in  arraigning  the  morality  of  a  man» 
of  whom  he  knew  fo  little. 

Mr.  Chancellor  PITT  defended  the  Attorney  General  in  the  ufc 
made  of  the  anfwers  fent  to  Lord  Shelburne's  letter,  obferving  that 
the  meafure  in  general  was  not  much  noticed  or  a6ted  upon  in  the 
country,  and  it  was  fufficient  if  in  the  few  places  where  any  pro* 
ceedings  were  held  upon  it,  the  general  underftanding  was,  that  a 
free  contribution  was  folicited. 

Mr.  ROLLE  faid,  that  in  the  county  to  which  he  belonged,  a 
meeting  was  held  upon  Lord  Shdbumc's  letters,  and  a  fubfcription 
entered  into. 

The  queftion  for  committing  the  bill  v/as  then  put  and  carried,  and 
Mr.  Hobart  took  the  chair^ 

C  2 
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Mr;  Chancellor  PITT  obferved,  that  the  moft  material  diffe- 
rence between  this  bill  and  that  of  1782  was,  that  it  extended  to 
the  cafes  o^  internal  riot  and  tumult,  and  of  imminent  danger  of  in- 
vafion.  The  reafons  of  this  further  latitude  he  had  before  fubmitted 
to  the  Houfe  as  effentially  conneded  with  the  principles  of  the  bill, 
and  it  would  therefore  be  unneceffary  for  him  to  advert  to  them  in 
the  Committee.  In  this  ftage,  Jiowcver,  it  was  proper  to  mention 
fome  modifications  which  had  occurred  to  him  on  the  fuggeftions  of 
various  gentlemen  or  his  own  reflection.  He  thought  it  Ukewife 
more  expedient  to  bring  them  forward  as  amendments  rather  than 
as  claufes,  to  be  afterwards  added  to  the  bill,  as  in  the  firfl  cafe  they 
might  be  reprinted  with  the  bill,  and  thereby  be  more  generally  dif- 
culTed. 

1 .  He  meant  to  propofe  that  no  one  inroUing  himfelf  in  any  of 
thefe  volunteer  corps  fhould  be  compelled  to  ferve  in  any  other  cafe, 
or  on  any  other  terms  than  thofe  exprefled  in  tlie  conditions  of  the 
enrolment. 

2.  That  all  perfons  fo  inrolled  fhould  be  exempt  from  any  ballot 
for  the  militia  that  may  occur  during  the  time  of  fuch  enrollment. 

3.  That  the  ferjcants,  corporals,  and  drummers  fhould  be  liable 
to  be  billeted,  in  the  fame  manner  as  they  are  in  the  militia,  though 
the  corps  is  not  called  out. 

4.  That  when  His  Majefty  fhall  think  fit  fo  to  require,  the 
arms,  &9.  fhall  be  delivered  up. 

5.  That  all  court  martials,  when  they  are  called  out,  fhall  con- 
filt  only  of  officers  belonging  to  volunteer  corps. 

Mr.  SHERIDAN  wiflied  to  know  if  enrollment  was  to  be  con- 
fidered  as  tantamount  to  cnlifting ;  and  if,  in  confequence,  a  per- 
fon  enrolled  could  be  obliged  to  march  when  the  requifition  was 
made.  He  tliought  the  extenfion  of  the  aft  to  the  cafes  of  riot  and 
tumult  unneceffary,  and  incpnfiftent  with  the  preamble  of  the  Mu- 
tiny aft.  Military  aid  to  the  civil  Magiftrate  was  unknown  to  the 
Conftitution,  though  fo  much  reforted  to  of  late.  He  wiflied  alfo 
to  knov/  if  thofe  corps  would  be  under  martial  law,  if  a  Sheriff  chofe 
to  call  them  out  on  any  paltry  riot. 

Mr.  Chancellor  PITT  faid,  the  bill  would  contain  no  power  to 
compel  the  corps  to  march  even  when  called  on  ;  it  was  thought 
fufficient  to  truft  to  tlie  fpirit  of  Engliflimen,  and  the  obligation 
they  themfelves  would  feel  from  the  engagement  they  had  made. 
When,  however,  they  did  march,  they  would  be  confidered  on 
aftual  fervice,  receive  pay,  and  be  fubjeft  to  military  difciplin^. 
He  conceived,  that  it  was  highly  proper  to  extend  the  provifions  of 
the  2^€t  to  the  cafes  of  riot  and  tumult.     If  they  exiftcd  in  any  town, 
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or  in  the  country,  for  what  imaginable  reafon  (hoiild  we  debar  our- 
felves  of  reforting  to  fuch  a  ready  and  efficacious  mode  of  quelling 
them  ?  The  old  dodbine  againft  {landing  armies,  ^'as,  in  his  opi- 
nion,  totally  inapplicable  to  a  force  fo  differently  conftituted  as  an 
ufefid  volunteer  affociation^  which  could  not  be  compelled  to  zSt 
without  its  own  confent.  Though  the  SJicriff  might  call  on  them 
to  fupprefs  riots  and  tumults,  this  was  no  new  autliority  ;  it  was  in 
feme  inflances  fliort  of  that  power  the  Conftitution  already  gives  in 
the  fame  cafes,  as  he  may  at  prcfent  call  thcpcffc  com:  tat  us  out,  and 
compel  the  fervice  of  each  individual  in  the  countj'  to  fupprefs  any 
difturbance  of^'the  peace,  ^hc  prefcnt  bill  only  extended  their  au- 
thority to  adjoining  counties ;  and  this,  he  thought,  none  could 
oj^e,  who  confidered  that  the  only  cliancc  of  fuccefs  which  our 
enemies  could  have  in  cafe  of  an  invafion,  was  by  a  co-operation 
with  fome  internal  difturbance.  He  wiflied  it  therefore  to  be  ge- 
nerally known^in  the  country,  that  the  fecurity  and  protection  of  the 
kingdom  depended  as  much  on  the  cxiftence  of  fuch  a  force  in  large 
manufa£hiring  towns  and  the  interior  of  the  country,  as  on  tlie  fea 
coafl.  In  anfwer  to  the  inquiry,  how  long,  when  called  out, 
they  are  to  continue  under  military  Igw?  He  faid,  only  while 
they  continued  in  pay  \  when  they  returned  to  their  towns  and  dif- 
triSs,  unde^  the  words  of  the  a£t,  they,  would  inftantly  be  releafed 
from  the  operations  of  that  law. 

Sir  EDWARD  KNATCHBULL  adverted  to  yfhzt  had  paffed 
on  a  former  occafion  relative  to  the  condudl  of  the  magiftrates,  and 
was  anxious  that  jufticc  Ihould  be  done  to  them  with  regard  to  the 
part  th^  had  taken  in  (topping  fomc  letters. 

Mr.  Chancellor  PITT  faid,  that  he  underftood  thofc  magi(h^tes 
had  aifted  in  a  way  which  fully  explained  the  matter,  and  cleared 
their  character  from  any  imputation  whatever.  They  had  reafons 
to  think  that  very  improper  fteps  were  taken  in  that  county,  and 
fome  letters  came  to  their  hands  under  circumftances  of  ftrong  fuf- 
picion.  They  did  not  however  open  them,  as  had  been  afl<?rted, 
but  fent  one  of  them  to  the  perfon  to  whom  it  was  addreffed, 
and  waited  for  his  information  of  its  contents,  whicli  proved  indeed 
of  the  innocent  and  amufmg  nature  fa  Valentine)  alluded  to.  An- 
other letter,  having  an  addrefs  totally  illegible,  they  conceived  them- 
felves  warranted  in  opening,  as  it  was  as  likely  to  belong  to  them  as 
any  othet^rfon.  Thefe  fads  he  thought  himfelf  bound  to  ftatc, 
as  the  infinuations  and  remarks  which  had  been  made  on  the  fubjeft 
had  given  fome  uneafinefs  to  very  refpedtable  gentlemen,  whofe  acti- 
vity and  vigilance  was  highly  commendable. 
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Mr.  HONEYWOOD  difclaimcd  all  Idea  of  ccnfuring  the  ma* 
^ftrates,  but  faid  he  had  only  ftated  fedls  on  that  fubjed, 

Mr.  SHERIDAN  thought  it  no  light  matter  to  (anflion,  for  tht 
firft  tune,  calling  in  militaiy  aid  to  the  civil  power,  and  was  forry 
to  hear  Mr.  Pitt  conceived  any  danger  whatever  from  the  interior  of 
the  country.  He  himfelf  faw  no  great  caufe  of  fear  from  die  at- 
tempts of  France,  but  none  at  all  from  any  co-operation  which  they 
were  likely  to  receive  in  this  country.  If,  however,  the  power  of 
calling  out  thefe  corps  to  fupprefs  riots  only,  was  to  exift  while 
there  was  a  rebellion,  or  the  appearance  of  it,  he  (hould  not  have 
objcfted  to  it. 

Mr.  MITFORD  (the  Solicitor  General)  thought  this  bill  per- 
feftly  confiftent  with  the  true  principles  of  the  Conftitution.  In  all 
limilar  cafes  the  Sheriff  might  raife  the  paffe  cemitatusy  and  in  an- 
cient times  afTizes  of  arms  and  commiflions  of  array  took  place  at  the 
diredlion  of  the  Crown,  though  now  they  had  fallen  into  difufe. 
The  prefent  mode  of  arming  the  gentry  and  yeomanry  of  the  king- 
dom was  therefore  not  new,  and  was  in  lift  only  arming  property 
•for  its  own  protection. 

Mr.  SHERIDAN  obfcrved,  that  the  poffe  comitatus  was  not 
imder  His  Majefty*s  command,  nor  governed  by  officers  of  his  ap- 
pointment, and  this  conilituted  a  material  difference.     He  fhould 
^ve  thought  it  would  have  been  fufficient  to  revive  the  ancient 
praftice  of  commiffion  of  array  and  affixes  of  arms. 

Mr.  MITFORD  faid,  thefe  commiffions  and  affizes  were  dif- 
pcrfed  on  the  authority  and  at  the  difcretion  of  the  King,  and  that 
the  Sheriff  might  compel  any  foldier  or  officer  of  any  rank  within 
his  county,  to  affifl  him  in  cafe  of  riots. 

Mr.  SHERIDAN  afked,  if  a  foldier  might  quit  his  corps  on 
the  requifition  of  the  Sheriff,  without  incurring  the  penalties  of  de- 
fertion  ;  or  if  he  could  do  fo  in  difobedience  to  the  commands  of  his 
fuperior  officer. 

Mr.  MITFORD  thought  he  might  by  the  common  law ;  but 
how  far  the  Mutiny  Adl  had  altered  it  in  that  refpeft,  he  was  not 
then  prepared  to  fay. 

General  SMITH  ccMiceived  that  by  the  provifions  of  the  bill, 
volunteers  had  only  to  refufe  to  recdve  pay,  and  then  they  would  no 
longer  be  fubjeft  to  military  law.  He  thought  fuch  power  being 
known  to  exift  in  the  country,  would  prevent  riots  and  tumults,  as 
well  as  reprefs  them,  if  they  fhould  arife. 

Mr.  Chancellor  PITT  faid,  the  honourable  General  would,  on 
farther  confideration,  fee  that,  under  his  conception  of  the  bill,  a 
greater  inconvenience  would  anfe  than  advantage  \  and  fo  different 
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was  his  (pinion  of  the  operadon  and  intention  of  die  bill,  that  he 
could  not  refrain  from  cxprcffing  it.  Thefe  corps  were  to  inarch 
only  under  the  obligadcxi  of  honour,  and  their  own  pronufcy  but 
when  once  they  had  marched,  they  would  be  under  military  dif- 
dpline  while  they  condnued  in  pay,  and  they  would  remain  in  pay 
as  long  as  Government,  in  its  difcredon,  fubjefi,  as  in  all  other  cafes^ 
to  refponlibility,  fhould  dunk  proper* 

General  SMITH  iaid,  an  army  under  his  command  in  India. 
once  rcfufed  to  receive  pay,  and  thought  themfelves  in  confequence' 
rdeafed  from  military  obedience,  and  he  thought  that  lawyers  (hould 
be  confulted  on  this  fqbjedl. 

Mr.  Chancellor  PITT  declared,  that  if  he  had  any  doubt  on 
the  point,  he  fhould  readily  avail  himfelf  of  the  afliftance  of  learned 
men ;  but  under  the  Mutiny  Bill  it  was  clear,  diat  a  foldier  inlifted 
and  becoming  liable  to  receive  pay,  ir^  fubjedl  to  die  rules  of 
inardal  law,  widiout  any  power  of  releafing  himfelf  from  that 
fubjedion. 

Serjeant  ADAIR  concurred  widi  Mr.  Pitt  on  the  operation  of 
die  Mudny  Bill.  He  thou^t  it  was  not  fufficiendy  clear,  whedier 
if  a  corps  be  called  out  in  cafe  of  riot,  it  is  liable  to  be  continued 
in  arms  during  the  war.  As  this  is  not  the  intendon  of  the  z&^ 
he  conceived  that  it  would  be  advifeable  to  fpecify  in  the  claufe  re* 
ladng  to  this  fubjeS— -"  That  they  fhould  only  receive  pay  while 
they  continued  in  the  fervice  on  which  they  were  called  out."  He 
thought  alfo,  that  if  it  were  meant  to  leave  it  at  the  <^don  of  the 
corps  to  march  or  not,  it  fhould  be  explicidy  faid,  as  under  tho 
words  of  the  bill  at  prefent,  he  had  fome  doubts  whether  it  was  at 
their  opdon. 

Mr.  POWYS  fpoke  in  fupport  of  the  bill. 

Mr.  Chancellor  PITT  faid,  it  was  meant  only  to  rely  on  the 
duty  of  fulfilling  their  promife  as  to  their  marching,  and  he  could 
not  conceive  any  doubt  of  their  being  able  to  chufe  on  that  fub- 
jedk  free  from  the  coercion  of  any  law.  The  Mutiny  Bill  would 
only  attach  on  them  when  they  had  afhially  marched,  and  could 
not  therefore  compel  them  to  march.  The  words  of  the  prefent 
bill  were  to  the  fame  efFed. 

The  Committee  then  went  through  the  various  claufes  and 
amendments ;  after  which  the  bill  was  reported,  ordered  to  be 
printed,  and  the  report  to  be  taken  into  farther  coniideradon  on 
Friday  next. 

Mr.  Chancellor  PITT,  notwithftanding  the  thinnefs  of  the 
Houfe,  thought  it  proper  to  give  indmation  of  a  motion  he  intended 
to  make  on  Friday  next.     The  gccafion  of  it  was,  that  the  Mini- 
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llcrs  of  the  Crown  had,  on  various  confiderations,  been  induced  to 
advife  His  Majcfty  to  avail  himfelf  of  the  opportunity  which  may 
offer  to  take  into  Britifh  pay  large  bodies  of  French  troops  for  the 
enfuing  campaign.  He  added,  there  was  reafon  to  think  that  this 
meafure  may  be  carried  to  a  confiderable  extent. 

Mr.  SHERIDAN  thought  it  fufficient  to  fay,  in  fo  thin  a 
Houfe,  tliat  he  confidered  this  propofition  as  the  moft  alarming  he 
had  ever  heard. 

Mr.  Chancellor  PITT  remarked,  that  Mr.  Sheridan  had  cer- 
tainly contributed  his  fliare  to  render  the  Houfe  as  thin  as  it  now 
appeared.  Without  anticipating  any  thing  which  may  occur  in  the 
debate,  he  wiflied  barely  to  mention,  that  the  bill  would  contain 
pertain  limitations,  as  to  the  manner  in  which  fuch  foreign  troops 
(hould  be  employed. 

^r.  SHERIDAN  obfcrved,  that  it  was  cuftomary  always  to 
give  notices  of  this  kind  before  the  Houfe  proceeded  to  the  order  of 
the  day.— The  Houfe  adjourned. 

Wedn^Jdayy   id  April. 

Major  MAITLAND  faid,  that  in  order  td  give  time  to  the 
Minifter  to  confider  the  fubjeft  fully,  he  fhould  defer  the  motion 
he  intended  to  make  to-morrow,  till  to-morrow  fe'nnight,  but  that 
to-morrow  he  ihould  move  for  the  papers  already  mentioned  by  his 
honourable  friend,  Mr.  Grey,  relative  to  the  laft  campaign. 

The  Houfe  adjourned. 

Thurfdayy   ^^  April 

Major  MAITLAND  faid,  he  rofe  to  move  for  papers  of  a  (imi- 
lar  nature  with  fome  which  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had 
already  objefted  to^jproducing.  The  right  honourable  gentleman 
having  now  had  time  for  deliberation,  would,  he  trufted,  do  as  he 
had  done  on  feveral  other  occafions,  and  acknowledge  that  his  for- 
mer opinion  was  erroneous.  His  honourable  friend  (Mr.  Grey)  he 
underftood  to  have  moved  for  abftrafts  of  the  correfpondence  be- 
tween Minifters  and  Officers  employed  in  conducing  die  war.  He 
did  not  think  it  neceffary  to 'go  fo  for,  and  fhould  be  fatisfied  if  the 
abftrads  of  that  correfpondence  already  communicated  to  the  public 
in  the  Gazette,  were  coUedled  and  printed  for  the  ufe  of  the  Houfe, 
fo  as  to  bring  the  whole  of, the  information  refpefting  the  laft  cam- 
paign, which  Minifters  had  thought  fit  to  publifti,  into  one  point  of 
view.  On  this,  however,  he  would  not  infift,  if  any  objedtion  fhould 
be  made  to  it ;  bccaufe,  he  had  other  materials  on  which  to  found 
the  motion,  of  which  he  had  given  notice,  refpedting  the  general 
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condudl  of  the  campaign.  For  the  fame  reafon  he  Ihould  not  infill 
on  printing  the  return  of  tlic  Britifli  killed  and  wounded,  now  on 
the  table ;  but  he  thought  the  Minifter  ouglit  to  be  defirous  of 
printing  it,  becaufe  the  number  was  much  lefs  tlian  the  public 
fuppofed.  The  length  of  a  paper  was  fometimcs  urged  as  an  ob- 
jection to  printing  it,  but  the  return  in  qucftion  was  Uxi  (hort  to  ad- 
mit of  any  fuch  objedtion.  If,  tiierefore,  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  (hould  oppofe  its  being  printed,  he  muft  conclude  that 
his  only  motive  was,  a  general  principle  of  oppofition  to  every  diing 
that  did  not  come  from  his  fide  of  the  Houfc.  Returns  of  the 
guns,  ammunition,  and  ftores,  left  before  Dunkirk,  and  at  Tou- 
lon he  thought  more  material ;  not  as  documents  for  proving  the 
general  impolicy  and  mifcondufl  of  the  war,  for  diefc  were  fufE- 
ciently  proved,  in  his  mind,  by  other  circumftances ;  but  to  enable 
him  to  combat  the  opinions  of  other  gentlemen,  and  to  oppofe  by 
particular  fa6ls  the  declamation  and  alfcrtion  of  Minifters  on  the 
general  fucccfs  of  the  campaign.  If  in  every  inftance  of  fuccefs, 
the  enumeration  of  ftores  taken  was  to  be  fo  minute  as  to  include 
tattered  tents  and  unferviccable  drums,  it  was  fair  to  be  as  particu- 
lar on  the  other  fide,  that  the  Houfe  might  be  able  to  ftrike  the 
balance  between  what  we  gained  and  what  we  loft.  The  plain 
qucftion  was  this — Had,  or  had  not,  the  Houfe  of  Commons  and 
the  People  of  England  a  right  to  be  truly  informed  of  every  event 
of  the  war  r — He  was  glad  to  fee  an  honourable  Baronet  (Sir  James 
Murray)  in  his  place  ;  and  he  would  afk  that  honourable  Baronet, 
if  thirty-two  guns,  the  number  ftated  in  the  Gazette,  were  all  that 
were  left  before  Dunkirk  r  He  meant  not  to  infinuatc  that  die  ho- 
nourable Baronet  had  fent  a  return  which  he  believed  not  to  be  true. 
In  the  heat  of  viSory  the  advantage  gained  was  naturally  over-rated ; 
and  in  the  calartiity  of  defeat,  tlie  whole  extent  of  the  lofs  could  not 
poffibly  be  afcertained  in  the  firft  inftjyice.  But  when  the  fads 
were  afterwards  afcertained,  they  ought  to  be  ftated ;  and  if  the  re- 
turn ftxould  now  be  refufcd,  he  hoped  the  honourable  Baronet  would 
give  the  Houfe  that  information  wliich,  when  his  difpatches  were 
TOtten,  he  had  not  the  means  of  doing.  In  almoft  every  inftance 
where  Minifters  had  employed  the  Britifti  troops  feparatcly,  they 

i      Had  been  fo  emplo}^ed  as  to  be  unfuccefsful.    They  who  exaggerated 
all  the  advantages  obtained,  in  conjunftion  with  our  allies,  ought 

I       to  give  a  corredl  account  of  our  feparate  loffes.     His  motion  could 
not  be  objcfted  to  as  tending  to  give  improper  information  to  the 

I       enemy.     Of  that  information  the  enemy  had  long  been  in  full  pof- 
feffion.     The  Houfe  of  Commons  alone  was  ignorant.     He  con- 
cluded with  moving,  "  That  an  humble  addrefs  be  prefentcd  tp 
Vol.  XXXVilL  D 
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His  Majefty,  that  he  will  give  directions  for  laying  before  the 
Houfe  returns  of  the  guns,  ammunition,  and  (lores,  left  at  Dun- 
kirk and  Toulon  refpeclively,  on  the  retreat  of  the  Britifh  troops." 

Mr.  Chancellor  PITT.  I  mean  very  (liortly  to  ftate  what  were 
the  grounds  upon  which  I  formerly  oppofed  the  motions,  which  are 
how  again  brought  forward  to  the  Houfe,  with  this  difference,  that 
two  of  them,  we  are  told  by  the  honourable  gentleman  he  docs  not 
mean  to  infift  upon  at  prefent.  The  effecl  of  farther  confideration, 
inftead  of  being  fuch  as  was  anticipated  by  the  honourable  gentleman 
to  induce  me  to  change  my  opinion,  has  only  been  to  confirm  my 
fentimonts  with  refpedt  to  the  propriety  of  their  rejection.  Nor  has 
any  thing  that  has  been  faid  on  the  prefent  occafion  at  all^  tended  to 
alter  my  way  of  thinking.  In  addition  to  the  opinion  which  I  al- 
ways had  that  it  would  be  improper  to  produce  the  papers  demanded, 
the  honourable  mover  has  even  granted  that  thefr  produflion  would 
be  iinneceffary  and  fupcrfluous  for  the  purpofe  which  he  has  in  view, 
a  difcufllon  of  the  conduct  of  the  campaign.  I  fliall  now  only  fay 
two  words  to  the  particular  obje<5ls  of  the  prefent  motions.  Firft, 
with  refpedl  to  printing  an  account  of  the  killed  and  wounded.  It 
would  certainly  be  very  improper  to  print  any  fuch  account,  if  it  is 
meant  to  be  made  ufe  of  in  cenfuring  the  war.  If  the  war  itfelf  be 
admitted  to  be  juft  and  neceffarj^  why  bring  for^vard  details  that 
can  only  have  the  efFeft  to  imprefs  the  public  mind  with  prejudices 
'  againft  it  ?  While  we  acknowledge  the  juftice  and  rieceflity  of  the 
war,  we  muft  lay  our  account  to  fubmit  to  its  unavoidable  calami- 
ties. If  indeed  fewer  perfons,  as  has  been  ftated  by  the  honourable 
gentleman,  have  fallen  in  the  courfe  of  the  campaign  than  may  ge- 
nerally be  conceived,  that  indeed  is  certainly  ground  of  confolation. 
Bu|:  I  would  not  have  the  idea  entertained  that  it  was  held  out  as  any 
inducement  to  go  on  with  the  war,  that  its  calamities  were  lefs  than 
might  have  been  expeftcv*,  ind  that  hitlierto  we  had  fuftained  a  lofs 
comparatively  trifling.  The  war,  I  truft,  whenever  it  is  neceflfary, 
can  always  be  juftified  upon  greater  and  more  general  grounds,  and 
fuch  as  will  render  it  unncceflary  to  refort  to  any  fuch  argument,  as 
the  fmallnefs  of  our  lofs.  Secondly,  as  to  printing  the  other  papers 
demanded,  relative  to  the  conduft  of  the  campaign,  that  would  be 
to  admit  that  there  was  fome  ground  of  inquiry,  fome  fufpicion  of 
mifcondud,  fuch  as  tojuftify  this  Houfe  in  going  into  a  difcufllon 
.  of  tlie  fubjeft.  Now  this  would  be  granting  the  very  point  which 
a  great  majority  of  this  Houfe  deny,  and  which  the  honourable  gen- 
tleman h^  intimated  his  intention  to  bring  forward  by  a  motion  re- 
lative to  the  condudl  of  the  campaign.  We,  who  conceive  that 
*  there  is  no  ground  for  inquiry,  notifiing  upon  the  face  of  a  tranfaftion 
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to  juftify  any  fufpicbn  of  mifcondudl,  cannot  poflibly  confent  to  the 
produftion  of  papers,  which  arc  afkcd  for  with  a  view  to  a  difcuflion. 
Should  we  be  prevailed  upon  to  fan6Hon  the  difcufTion  by  granting 
the  returns  of  the  guns  and  ftorcs  that  were  loft,  we  muft  upon  the 
fame  principles  grant  all  the  materials  relative  to  the  tranfactions  of 
the  campaign,  every  thing  that  can  tend  to  throw  a  light  upon  the 
policy  of  the  plans  that  were  adopted,  and  the  mode  in  which  they 
were  carried  into  execution.  We  muft,  in  that  cafe,  bring  forward 
an  account  of  all  the  previous  conferences  that  took  place  in  adjufting 
the  objects  of  the  campaign,  of  our  intelligence  of  the  ftatc  of  the 
enemy's  force,  that  induced  us  to  direft  our  efforts  in  a  particular 
quarter,  of  all  the  operations  employed  for  the  attainment  of  the 
ends  we  had  in  view,  and  of  the  different  caufes  which  concurred  to 
produce  our  failure.  On  thefe  tvi'o  grounds  then,  I  obje<3  to  this 
modon ;  firft,  that  it  would  be  taking  up,  as  aflumcd,  what  wc  arc 
not  prepared  to  admit,  namely,  that  there  is  ground  for  inquiry 
widi  refped  to  die  conduct  of  the  campaign  ;  and  focondly,  that  if 
we  are  to  grant  the  papers  demanded  by  the  honourable  gentleman, 
we  ought,  upon  the  fame  principle,  to  grant  a  great  deal  more, 
which  it  will  not  be  denied,  neitlier  can,  nor  ought  to  be  produced. 
I  do  not  mean  to  infinuate  any  doubt  of  the  right  of  ihc  Houfe  to  call 
for  papers,  relative  to  the  conduct  of  a  campaign ;  but  it  is  a  right, 
which  requires  great  delicacy  in  the  application,  and  which  only 
ought  to  be  exercifed  on  grave  and  important  occaflons.  One  aflfer-' 
tion  of  the  honourable  gentleman  I  cannot  help  taking  notice  of,  that 
the  Britiih  troops  failed  in  every  obje£t  of  the  campaign  which  they 
undertook  ;  this  affertion,  except  fo  far  as  relates  to  the  retreat  from 
Dunkirk,  is  completely  unfounded.  But  the  honourable  gentleman 
has  flared  as  a  reafon  for  the  production  of  die  returns  of  the  lolTcs  of 
ftorcs  and  guns,  that  we,  in  defending  the  conduct  of  the  campaign, 
will  bring  forward  a  fplcndid  enumeration  of  fuch  advantage,  as  the 
taking  of  colours,  &c.  I  certainly  (hall  have  rccourfe  to  no  fuch 
argument.  I  appeal  to  the  Houfe  whether  I,  or  thofe  who  thought 
with  me,  have  ever  been  in  die  habit  of  omitdng  all  notice  of  any 
ftores  or  guns  which  were  loft,  while  we  made,  as  we  are  charged  by 
the  honourable  gentleman,  thofe  which  were  taken  from  the  enemy, 
the  fubjedl  of  our  declamation.  To  enumerate  fuch  minutiae  would 
furely  be  a  bad  topic  of  declamation. .  If  we  have  fallen  into  dccla* 
mation,  it  muft  only  have  been  from  the  generality  of  the  fubjedt. 
What  we  have  always  contended,  is,  that  taking  into  view  the  whole 
events  of  the  campaign,  and  the  relative  fttuation  of  a^irs  at  its 
commencement,  and  its  conclufion,  that  the  iiTue  had  t)een  favour- 
able to  this  country  and  its  allies.     Thi&  is  the  only  ground  upon 
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which  "wc  have  refted  our  arguments  as  to  the  fuccefs  of  the  cam- 
paign, and  the  flattering  profpedt  which  it  held  out  to  our  future  ex- 
ertions. As  to  particular  advantages  ftated  in  the  Gazette,  cannot 
the  honourable  gentleman  conceive,  that  a  General,  who  fits  down 
after  a  vidtory  to  take  an  inventory  of  the  advantages  which  he  has 
gained,  may  be  much  more  particular  in  the  enumeration,  than  a 
General,  who  has  found  it  necciTary  to  retreat,  can  poflibly  be  in 
the  account  of  the  (lores  which  prudence  may  have  induced  him  to 
leave  behind  ?  Is  it  ncccflary  on  this  occafion  to  impute  to  Govern- 
ment any  intention  either  to  magnify  or  extenuate  ?  But  if  the  ho- 
hourable  gentleman's  motions  arc  unneceffar}^  I  muft  confider  as 
ftill  more  fo,  thofe  queftions  which  he  has  put  to  an  honourable 
Member  of  this  Houfe  (Sir  James  Murray)  and  which,  if  anfwcred, 
he  fays,  will  induce  him  to  difpenfe  with  his  motions.  If  the  Houfe 
does  not  chufe  to  grant  a  motion  for  papers,  does  that  honourable 
gentleman  conceive  that  he  has  a  right  to  interrogate  an  Officer  on 
the  fubjedl  of  thofe  papers,  merely  becaufc  he  happens  to  be  a  Mem- 
ber of  this  Houfe  ?  No  Officer  is  bound  to  anfwcr  any  fuch  queries. 
If  the  Houfe  think  an  inquiry  ncceffary,  they  will  cxercifc  that  right 
which  is  vjfted  in  their  difcretion,  and  gra'nt  it,  as  they  alone  are 
competent,  in  a  regular  and  proper  manner. 

Major  MAITLAND  faid  he  had  merely  ftated  that  almoft  every 
plan  of  feparate  operations  concerted  by  the  Britifh  Cabinet,  had 
failed.  He  begged  therefore  to  be  underft^Kxl  as  blaming  Minifters 
only,  and  imputing  no  blame  to  the  Britilh  Officers  and  foldiers, 
who  had  conduced  thcmfelves  on  all  occafions  with  valour  and 
ability. 

^  Mr.  Chancellor  PITT  faid  this  was  an  additional  proof  that  the 
motion  was  unneceffar)'. 

Mr.  FOX  faid  the  doflrines  laid  down  by  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  were  as  dangerous  as  unprecedented.  If  it  w^as  true  that 
no  Member  could  give  the  Houfe  individual  information  ;  that  the 
honourable  Baronet  could  not  correft  an  error  in  a  letter  written  by 
himfelf,  under  circumftances  which  muft  render  error  unavoidable, 
without  an  application  by  the  Houfe  to  His  Majefty  ;  a  hint  probably 
thrown  out  for  the  inftruftion  of  Officers  in  general,  the  Houfe  could 
never  inquire  into  the  condutSl  of  Minifters,  for  they  never  could  ob- 
tain any  information  but  what  Minifters  thought  fit  to  give  them. 
The  prefent  motion  was  not  a  motion  for  inquiry,  but  a  preliminary 
to  inquiry,  for  which  a  correft  account  of  the  lofs  at  Dunkirk  and 
Toulon  was  a  fit  part  of  the  materials.  To  fay  th:;t  it  did  not  in- 
clude all  the  materials  was  no  argument  againft  it.  When  the  in- 
quiry was  propofed,  thofe  who  tliought  the  materials  defcclive,  had 
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tiie  means  of  nflcing.for  more.  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
ftated  it  as  a  rule  that  no  Member  had  a  right  to  argue  on  information 
which  the  Houfe  did  not  think  fit  to  call  for  officially.  If  this  rule 
was  true,  the  converfe  muft  alfo  be  true ;  and  thofe  who  aigued  on 
Lord  Shclburne's  letter  in  1782,  and  the  anfwers  to  it,  as  authentic 
documents,  ought  to  have  fupportcd  the  motion  for  laying  thofe  docu- 
ments regularly  before  the  Houfe.  They  had,  however,  taken  a 
different  courfe.  They  had  reftcd  the  greater  part  of  their  argument 
upon  thofe  papers,  but  rcfufed  to  produce  them  when  called  for. 
The  general  principle  of  bringing  information  before  the  Houfe  was, 
that  all  papers  ought  to  be  produced,  the  produ£lion  of  which  would 
not  be  attended  with  fuch  inconvenience  in  fome  other  point  of  view, 
as  to  over-balance  the  benefit  to  be  derived  by  the  Houfe  from  the 
infomiation.  War,  like  all  other  human  tranfaftions,  muft  be  go- 
verned by  a  comparifon  of  the  lofs  on  one  fide  with  the  gain  on  the 
other,  and  hearing  no  argument  of  inconvenience  ftated,  he  ihould 
vote  for  the  motion. 

Sir  JAMES  MURRAY  faid  the  guns  were  difperfed  in  various 
places,  under  the  command  of  different  Officers,  for  the  purpofes 
of  the  fiege  of  Dunkirk  ;  and  when  the  retreat  became  nccefTary, 
every  Officer  bringing  off  fuch  of  them  as  circumftances  would  per- 
mit, it  was  impoffible  to  afcertain  the  exa6t  number  left  behind,  at 
the  time  the  firft  difpatches  were  written.  He  took  the  opinion  of 
the  Commanding  Officer  of  Artillery  ;  and  the  account  then  given 
by  tKat  OflEcer,  and  inferted  by  him  in  the  difpatches,  was  very  little 
different  from  the  true  return,  as  afterwards  afccrtained. 

Mr.  GREY  faid,  no  man  had  ever  fuppofed,  that  the  honourable 
Baronet  had  not  fent  as  accurate  an  account  as  it  was  poffible  to  obtain 
at  the  time.  Nothing,  however,  had  been  faid  to  prove  that  a 
correft  account  of  the  guns,  as  well  as  of  the  ftores  and  ammunition, 
loft  at  Dunkirk,  ftiould  not  now  be  produced.  It  was  the  firft  time 
that  fuch  information  had  been  refufed.  In  former  wars  not  only 
were  the  returns  of  killed  and  wounded  laid  before  the  Houfe,  but 
the  monthly  accounts  of  recruits  fent  to  th«  army. 

Major  MAITLAND  faid,  if  the  return  were  refufed,  the  Pub- 
lic would  know  that  the  information  publiftied  in  the  Gazette  was 
erroneous,  and  that,  when  known  to  be  fo,  Minifters  rcfufed  to 
correS  it.  The  lefs  the  true  return  differed  from  that  given  in  the 
firft  difpatch,  the  more  proper  it  was  to  produce  it.  The  qucftion 
was  put  and  negatived  without  a  divifion. 

Mr.  Chancellor  PITT  gave  notice,  that  as  the  report  of  the  vo-  . 
luntcer-corps  bill  would  probably  occafion  a  good  deal  of  difcuffion 
to-morrow, -he  could  not  Jflattcr  himfelf  with  hopes  of  being  able  to 
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©pen  the  bill  for  enabling  His  Majefty  to  employ  Frenchmen  in  the 
Britifh  fervicc,  on  the  Continent. 
TheHoufe  adjourned. 

Friday y   4.fh  April. 

Mr.  Chancellor  PITT  acquainted  the  Houfe,  that  he  had  a 
Meffage  from  His  Majefty  to  this  Houfe,  figned  by  His  Majefty ; 
and  he  prefented  the  fame  to  the  Houfe,  and  it  was  read  by  the 
Speaker,  and  is  as  foUoweth,  viz. 

GEORGE  R. 

His  Majejly  recommends  it  to  the  Houfe  of  Commons  to  take  ints 
confideration  the  propriety  of  making  provifion  for  the  better  manage- 
ment  of  the  Land  Revenue  of  the  Crown, 

G.  R. 

The  order  of  the  day  being  read  for  refolving  into  a  Committee 
on  the  Accounts  prefented  from  the  Eaft- India  Company, 

General  SMITH  rofe  to  remind  the  Board  of  Controul  of  the 
claims  and  reprefentations  of  the  Military  Officers  on  the  Bengal 
l^ftablifhment.  It  had  been  faid  laft  year,  that  it  would  be  proper 
to  wait  for  the  information  which  the  Marquis  Cornwallis  might  be 
able  to  give  upon  the  fubjecSt.  He  knew  not  whether  that  infor- 
mation had  been  given ;  but  he  wiflied  to  hear,  before  going  into 
the  Committee,  that  fomething  ^^^as  to  be  done  in  it  immediately, 
or  as  foon  as  circumftances  would  permit.  A  fimple  declaration  of 
the  favourable  intentions  of  tlie  right  honourable  gentleman  at  the 
head  of  the  Board  of  Controul  would  be  fufficient  to  fatisfy  thofe 
gallant  veterans,  on  whom  the  fafcty  of  India  depended,  and  who 
at  prcfent  had  no  hope  of  being  able  to  revifit  their  native  countr}^, 
but  by  the  interpofition  of  Parliament. 

Mr.  Secretary  DUNDAS  faid,  the  honourable  General  was  per- 
feflly  acquainted  with  the  fervice,  and  any  fqggeftion  coming  from 
him  deferved  confideration.  It  was  perfectly  true,  that  laft  year 
when  the  queftion  was  put  to  him,  whether  in  the  general  arrange- 
ments of  India  he  meant  to  bring  forward  any  thing  with  regard  to 
thofe  who  had  ferved  in  the  army  at  Bengal,  he  faid  he  meant  to 
rcferve  himfelf  till  the  return  of  the  Marquis  Cornwallis,  w^ho  was 
equally  attentive  to  the  interefts  of  the  King's  troops,  and  of  thofe 
engaged  in  the  fervicc  of  the  Company  i  and  therefore  he  expefted 
that  that  noble  perfon  would  make  fome  arrangement  on  this  bufi- 
nefs,  who  was  infinitely  better  acquainted  with  it  than  he  (Mr.  Dun- 
das)  could  poftibly  be  from  his  (ituation.  He  faid,  he  had  not 
been  difappoihted  in  that  expe(5lation«     The  noble  Marquis  had 
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given  the  fubjeft  his  utmoft  attention  ;  he  had  probed  it  to  the  bot- 
tom ;  and  he  had  no  doubt  but  that  by  his  advice,  and  under  liis 
aufpiccs,  fuch  an  arrangement  would  be  brought  forward  as  would 
be  fatisfaftory  to  all  the  branches  of  the  military  fcrvice,  and  prevent 
the  cfuel  alternative  which  had  too  often  happened  to  our  brave 
countrymen,  of  ftarving  at  home,  or  dying  abroad. 

General  SMITH  faid,  he  was  certain  that  what  had  been  then 
fald  would  aflbrd  every  foldier  in  India  the  higheft  fatisfa6lion. 

The  Houfe  here  went  into  a  Committee,  Mr,  Bcaufoy  in  the 
diair. 

Mr.  Secretary  DUNDAS  hoped  the  Committee  would  not  be 
alarmed  at  the  fize  of  the  papers  he  held  in  his  hand,  and  which 
he  (hould  occafionally  refer  to  in  the  courfe  of  what  he  had  to  crffer 
to  their  confideration.  He  faid,  that  laft  year,  to  the  bcft  of  his 
abilities,  he  had  ftated  the  affairs  of  India  fo  fully  and  fo  minutely, 
that  he  flattered  himfdf  he  (hould  not  then  be  under  the  neccflity  of 
troubling  them  with  a  long  detail.  He  fliould  content  himfelf 
with  Aating  the  refult  of  thefc  accounts,  and  making  any  obfer- 
vations  on  them  that  might  appear  material.  The  material  part 
would  confift  in  drawing  different  conclufions  from  combinations  of 
thofe  accounts.  The  Committee  would  rccoUcdl,  that,  with  the 
exception  of  laft  year,  his  pradice  has  only  been  to  give  a  ftate  of 
the  affairs  of  the  Eaft-India  Company  in  India.  Their  affairs  at 
home  formed  no  part  of  that  difci^ion  ;  but  he  was  obliged  to  take 
a  more  comprehenfive  view  of  the  fubjccl  laft  fcflion,  when  the 
Charter  of  the  Company  was  to  be  renewed,  and  when  a  new  ge- 
neral arrangement  was  to  take  pbce.  He  was  then  under  the 
neccflity  of  attending  to  the  ftate  of  the  Company's  affairs  both  at 
home  and  abroad,  and  to  confider  the  refult  of  their  affairs,  cither 
as  arifing  from  the  refources  of  their  terriforial  revenue,  or  from  the 
refources  of  their  fales  in  Leadenhall-ftrcet.  The  general  ftate  of 
their  affiairs  depended  entirely  on  fuch  a  complex  view  of  the  fub- 
jeft,  both  at  home  and  abroad ;  and  fincc  he  had  begun  that  prac- 
tice laft  year,  he  conceived  it  was  his  duty  to  follow  the  fame  prac- 
tice every  year,  becaufe  having  adopted  a  particular  fyftem,  which 
had  received  the  fandion  of  Parliament,  which  fyftem  was  founded 
on  a  variety  of  eftimates,  which  he  had  taken  the  liberty  of  fug- 
gefting,  he  ftiould  think  it  his  duty  at  all  times  to  omit  no  oppor- 
tunity of  bringing  under  their  view  the  confideration  of  how  far  his 
calculations  had  or  had  not  been  juftificd  by  the  event.  But 
though  he  meant  to  enlai^e  on  the  fubjc6t,  it  would  be  unncceffary 
to  enter  with  equal  minutcnefs  on  each  account,  as  he  had  fome- 
times  done.     He  conceived  he  had  now  reduced  thefe  accounts  to 
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fuch  method  and  order,  that  it  was  eafy  for  any  gentleman,  with 
very  little  trouble,  to  inveftigate  them ;  and  he  flattered  himfelf 
they  had  been  examined  by  a  very  numerous  clafs  of  gentlemen  who 
were  not  then  prefcnt.  [This  alluded  to  the  principal  fpeakers  on 
the  oppofition  fide  of  the  Houfe,  who  were  all  abfent.]  And  with 
the  idea  he  entertained  of  die  pcrfeftion  of  thofe  accounts  which  he 
had  brought  forward,  he  did  not  wifli  for  a  better  proof  of  thtir 
accuracy  than  thofe  honourable  gentlemen's  thinking  it  unneceffary 
to  trouble  themfelves  upon  the  fubject.  He  was  happy  that  now, 
contrary  to  the  practice  in  the  earlier  periods  of  thcfe  difcuflions,  he 
had  an  opportunity  of  ftating  thpfe  accounts  with  accuracy,  or  rather 
of  reminding  gentlemen  that  it  required  no  aid  to  enable  them  to 
draw  the  regular  conclufions  on  the  accounts  themfelves.  During 
the  firft  years  of  the  difcuffion  in  which  he  was  then  engaged,  he 
faid,  he  ufed  to  be  favoured  with  a  great  number  of  correfpondents ; 
and  formerly  an  attack  was  as  regularly  made  on  his  Budget  as  on 
any  one  fubjeft  that  came  before  the  Houfe ;  but  for  thefe  two  or 
three  years  laft  paft,  he  had  loft  all  his  correfpondents,  and  was 
allowed  to  walk  peaceably  over  the  grounds  of  Indian  Accounts, 
either  in  that  Houfe  or  any  other  place.  But  though  he  was  not 
favoured  with  any  correfpondents  after  his  Budget,  he  had  this  year 
been  favoured  with  the  produftions  of  a  correfpondent  beforc>  and 
by  way  of  anticipation.  That  correfpondent  ftated  in  one  of  the 
Morning  Prints,  [vide  Morning  Chronicle,  April  3]  what  Ws 
Budget  muft  be,  and  concluded  with  obferN'ing, 

"  Two  millions  more  muft  be  borrowed  to  keep  the  Company's 
ca(h  balance  equal  to  what  it  was  on  the  iftof  March,  i']9A-9 
.  which  we  confider  a  much  better  comment  on  the  general  profperity 
of  the  Company,  than  can  be  derived  from  the  intrepidity  of  Mr. 
Dundas's  aftertions  on  India  affairs.  The  bold  man  always  affumes 
courage  in  proportion  to  his  danger  ;  and  as  the  Company's  affairs 
are  now  more  difcouraging  than  ever,  we  ihall  of  courfe,  at  the 
opening  of  the  India  Budget  to-morrow,  have  the  moft  fiatteiing 
accounts  rf  their  vaft  wealth,  and"  uricxhaufted  refources." 

How  far  his  affertions  were  thofe  of  "  a  bold  man,"  taking  cou- 
rage from  danger  and  defperation,  he  muft  leave  to  the  confideration 
of  that  Houfe.  He  was  perfedly  ready  to  admit,  that,  to  a  certain 
degree,  the  ftate  of  the  Eaft-India  Company  muft  be  afFccSed  by 
war  ;  but  at  the  fame  time  he  was  ready  to  join  iffue  with  his  new 
correfpondent.  He  readily  admitted,  tliat  during  this  year,  of  vi^ar 
the  fales  had  not  amounted  to  the  idea  he  had  of  a  peace  eftablifli- 
ment ;  but,  notwithftanding  tlic  deficiency  on  that  fubjed,  it  was.  as 
clear  as  demonftration,  that  the  ftate  of  their  accounts  this  year  juf- 
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tilled  the  expeSadom  he  had  fenned  iridi  nffxd  to  die  eftiimteB  oa 
which  he  had  propoTeid  his  general  fyftem. 

Having  ittade  thefe  obfervadond^  he  ihoold  next  go  Into  did  ac^- 
centos,  Md  (hoidd  lay  before  die  Committee  the  revenues  of  die 
different  Preiidencies  in  India,  together  with  die  burdens  that  be- 
longed td  each  ;  fi>  diat  fay  a  comparifon  of  thefe,  the  Committee 
would  be  enabled  to  fee,  after  all  the  expences  were  (Gichaxged, 
what  was  the  nett  iur^his  revenue  applicable  to  the  purtiofei  of  in- 
teftment  or  paying  off  debts.  And  in  calcuteting  diefe  revenues 
and  burdens,  it  had  been  ufual  to  take  an  account  of  die  average  of 
^e  diree  years  previous  to  the  particular  year  of  which  he  was  giviqg 
a  fbtevient.  He  faid  he  then  wiihed  to  compare  die  eftimateof  the 
aven^  of  die  three  years  previous  to  the  war,  viz.  from  1787-8^ 
10x789-90,  widi  die  three  years,  viz.  1790-1  to  1792-3,  and 
the  Committee  would  iee  how  near  thefe  two  avengpa  were  to  oaoh 
ocher«     He  find  fhe  (houkl  begin  with 

BENGAL. 

JecomUt.  Cmm»t 

Rafei  at  it.    £^t€rUnfm 
No«  I.    (thf  ibret  J*^^  frewus  io  iit  war)* 

Average  rec«ptstor  3  years,  from  1787*8  to 

1780-90  —  —  ~    545410*7      54S*«07 

Ditto  for  che  3  ytin  1790-1  to  2792-3  S3i34^9^      $31349^ 

The  dtfiferrace  kfs  fe-'*^  «—         1406 169        140617 

No.  III.  Revenues  were  efiimatedfbr  i79s-3»  at  5x049203      5 1049 jo 
A£taal)y  doflcdcd  —•  — —     55^^9339      55^^933 


■rt««&. 


Theexceft  .             -*                             -^         42^0136  422013 

Charges  for  1792.3  efiimated  at               — —     30423677  3042367 

Amount,  as  far  as  can  be  afcenained         —        29560684  295606S 

Charges  left  than  efiimated                         "  ^w        862993  -86299 

Adding  e^tcefs  of  revenue  to  deficiency  of  charges, 

adual  account  for  1792-3  better  than  edimated    5083 129  ^083 1  % 

Nett  revenues  of  1792-3        — —             — ■        25708655  2570665 

No. 'I.  Revenues  for  1793-4  eftimatedat        -     54238641  5423864 

llo.II»  Charges  efiitfiattd at        —           ^-*    324^2788  3245279 


i^M*«b.dhi 


£fUm«ted  nett  revenue  -  ■  21 78 5853      21785 ^j 


Which  is  more  than  fiated  in  the  general  eflimate 
Uld  before  the  Houfe  laft  year,  by  1925851. 

V«L*  XXXVIIL  E 
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r  MADRAS. 

He  faid  he.  could  not,  with  any  propriety,  give  a  number  of  the 

,  average  accounts  with  regard   to  Madras,  becaufe  they  had  not 

.  reached  him. 

PagoJas  at  8j.     £.Sterling, 
'No.  VI.    Revenues  for  1791-3  were eftiraated 
:     at        —  —        6146889       2548756 

•  A6tualcolleftion8  were  — —  —      6190775       2476310 

'  Better  than  eftimated  —  —  43886  i7SS4 

Charges  were  eftiraated  at  — —  4200716       1680286 

'.  Aftual  amount  of  charges  —  4909 165       1 963665 

'  Charges  more  than  cftimated  —  708447         283379 

-'  Ded,u^iDg  a£laai  charges  from  revenues,  the  nett 

receipt  was  — -  —         1281612         5-12644 

Revenues  eftiraated  for  1793*4  *^  "^         55^^193      ^^32037 

Charges  ditto-  ■  —  4253244     -1 701 297 

Nett  eftimatcd  revenues  —  .  —        1326949         530740 

'  He  faid  he  now  had  the  fatisfeflion  of  feeling,  for  the  firft  time, 
'that  he  could  ftate  that  the  eftimate  of  the  Madras  revenue  would  be 
equal  to  the  Madras  charges.  He  could,  therefore,  now  remove 
the  doubts  and  fcruples  of  many  gentlemen.  The  eftablifliment  of 
Madras  always  feemcd  to  him  to  be  effential  to  the  fecurityofour 
poffeffions  in  India,  becaufe  it  was  at  Madras  that  they  muft  provide 
a  fccure  frontier  for  the  province  of  Bengal ;  and  therefore,  whoever 
contended  that  the  eftablilhment  of  Madras  had  been  attended  with 
more  expence  than  emolument,  and  therefore  ought  to  be  given  up, 
would  be  guilty  of  unwife  policy  ;  becaufe,  although  taken  merely  by 
itfelf,  it  had  hitherto  been  of  little  confequence,  yet  its  relative  im- 
portance was  great,  inafmuch  as  the  moment  they  parted  with  its 
poflS^flion,  they  laid  the  foundation  of  the  lofs  of  our  territories  in 
India.  He  faid  the  Committee  ought  to  confider  the  Indian  pro- 
'  vinces  as  one  large  eftate,  where  they  muft  fo  arrange  matters  as  to 
fecure  its  protection.     He  confidered  Madras  as  neceflary  for  the 

•  fafcty  and  proteftion  of  Bengal,  and  therefore  it  was  wife  and  politic 
to  ked|)  pofleffion  of  it ;  and  it  was  with  the  utmoft  fatisfadtion  he 

:  could  how  fay,  that  in  time  to  come  its  revenue  would  be  fully  iade- 
"iquatc  tO'  difcharge  all  the  burdens  of  it. 

With  regard  to  BOMBAY,  he  faid  he  was  extremely  forry  to 
bear  hard  on  any  of  the  fervants  of  the  Eaft-India  Company  j  but 
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he  could  not  help  reprefenting  the  infafficiencyt  inaccuxaqry  and  in- 
attention with  which  thofe  accounts  were  kept.  He  laid  he  was  not 
2tt  that  moment  in  poffeflion  of  any  accounts  refpedii^  that  Prefi-' 
dency  later  than  1792,  fo  that  he  was  obliged  to  flate  on  elHmate 
only.  He  faid  he  (hbuld  no  longer  exprefs  any  regret  on  this  fubje£t. 
His  regret  had  already  been  long  enou^  exprefled  ;  and  fince  aU  re- 
bukes and  animadveriions  had  not  been  fufficient^  fome  more  ade- 
quate remedy,  muft  be  adopted. 

Rvpie 
ai  2s.  3^.    £.SterUng. 
Average  revenue  for  3  years,  1789^90  to  i^f^i^i^ 
was  — .    —        1S30778        X7jaii 


For  1 791-2,  the  laft  year  for  which  a£hial  ac- 
£outtt8  have  beeo  received,  the  reyenues  were 
cftimatcd  at  —  -—2  5^47  j  5 

The  adual  amount  was  —        1646350 


19828$ 
185114 


Better  than  eiUmate 


61595  69:19 


The  charges   for  that  year,  bdng  a  period  of 

war,  was  eftimated  at  -—  z  20  $  a  5  5  x 

But  amounted  only  to  — *-^  «»         11753461 


Being lefs  than eftimated  '■  ■ 

The  kteft  eftiroate  received  from  Bombay  is  for 
1791-2-3,  in  which  the  revenues  are  computed 


299090 


^3559;* 
1322264 

33M^ 


at 


And  the  charges  at 

Eiceis  of  efiimated  charges 


—  6058395 


34^316 

68x569^ 


3904473   439*53 


BENCOOLEN  and  PINANG,  &c. 


Aveiageof  Bencoolen  revenues  for  3  years 


DoUarsMt  5/.    £.St€rUng* 


17738 


4434 


Supplies  to  Bencoolen  and  Pinang,  for  x  792-3, 
eftimated  at  (cur.  rup.)  —  — 

Amount  anally  fupplicd        —  — 

Supply  lefs  than  eftimated  — — 

• 
Befides  which,  the  fuppUes  to  the  iflands  of  An- 
daman and  St*  Helena  amounted  to  — 

Supplies  to  the  whole  of  the  above  iettlemcnts 
for  1793-4,  edimated  at  . 


680000 
620927 

59073 


120917 


68000 
62093 


5907 


X209t 


—    7700009    77000 


t^m 


Having  mentioned  the  different  fettlcmcnts,  he  faid  he  fhould 
proceed  to  (hew  the  refult  of  the  whole  taken  togeflicr.     He  ihould 
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fiaip^  total  amount  of  the  revenue  of-tlie  di&Knt  Preficlendesy 
and  by  comparing  it  with  die  aggregate  of  the  charges  qh  it,  the 
Committee  would  preferve  the  balance  or  nett  (ixr^us  of  revenue  ap* 
pUcabk  to  the  purpofes  of  commercCi  or  the  payment  of  d^t^* 

Cur^  Rup»  at  2x«    J^.SttrUng* 
AAual  Revfnpfs  of  1792-3 
At  Bengal,  per  No,  3,  (cur.  rup.)         -^         ^5269339 
Madrai,  per  No.  6,  (pag.)  — -  6190775 

Bombay,  pcreftimatc,  No.  7,  (rup.)  —      2153922 


5526934 

2476310 
242316 


Charges 
Ac  Bengal,  (car.  rup.) 
>*adras,  (pag.)  - 

Bombay  euimate  (rup*) 


8245560 


29560684  ^.2956068 
4909^63  1963665 
6058395  681569 


Supplies  from  Bengal  to  Beocoolen,  Pinang, 
Aadaman  Iflands,  and  Sc.  Helena         — 

The  interefl  upon  the  debts 

«t  Bengal,   per  No.  i8» 

paid  in  the  year  —  (C.  rup.)  4485590 
At  Madras,  No.  19  — -  (Pagodas)  206434 
At  Bombay,  as  flated  in  the 

account  laid  before   the 

Houfe  lad  year,  no  actual 
•  ilatement  having  been  re- 

ceiTed  *■'    ■ 

T-otal  intereft  to  be  dedu£led 


741844 


5601302 
2644258 

74184 
2570174 


441 SS9 
8^573 


— *         988863    IX 1244 


Tothis,adding  the  amount  received  from  thefale  of  import 
goods  and  per  certificate^  No.  15,  (cur.  rup.)   4898387 

The  total  fum  applicable  to  the  purchafe  of  inveftmenit,  pay- 
ment of  commercial  charges,  &c,  is  ■     ■ 

Mr.  Dandas  ne:st  proceeded  to  the  confideration  of  the 

Aflets  abroad* 

DEBTS.  Cur.  Rup.  at  is. 

The  debts  in  India,  by  laft  year's  ftatements, 
amounted  to 


By  account,  No.  16,  the  amount  is 

Deereafe  of  debts  to  India 
Remitted  home  by  Account  No.  17 
Bills  ()rawn  fince  dates  of  accounts, 

by  No.  '6       '  ■ 


90845508 
78574049 


.,  642376 

1927698 

480839 

2417557 
Debts  and 

£. Sterling. 

9o84SS<> 
785740s 


5458831 
3136646 


12271459   1227x46 
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Debci  «fiaally  paid  in  Indk  btfilo  vrlmt  tnnt* 
ierred  ai  home  »        ■■ 

Debts  bearing  date,  by  lafi  vear's  ftitement 

,  No.  lO  ^1 


«9 


5675982       567598 


By  prcfenc  account, 
Decreafeof  debt 


*933943« 
65213287 


*9339*3 
6322329 


interefl 


Annual  amount  of  iatereft  bv  laft  year's  account 
By  prefent  account,  No.  16 

Decitafe  of  annual  intereft  "— 


6116145   6x16x4 


5921097 
5x78256 


5922x0 
5x7826 


74384 X    74384 


ASSETS  ABROAD. 

Value  of  caih,  bills,  goods,  and  debts  owing  to 

the  Company,  ihit^  laft  year,  at  •— 

Ktto,  ditto^  by  No.  21  —  — 

Increafed  value  of  Aflets  — 

Tke  decreafe  of  debts  there  as  before  flated 


96x6798 
»73379t 

1x16991 
X227146 

Adding  decreafe  of  debts  in  increafe  of  aflets, 
the  afiurs  in  India  appear  better  by       —       2344x387      1344139 


^6x67983 
af3379" 

11x69928 
I 227 1439 


CHINA  and  St.  HELENA. 

Balance^in  Carour  of  the  Company  laft  year 
Ditto  this  year,  17949  No.  24  — 


—  X080 


^f 


Better  in  St.  Helena  and  Chixia       — 


274926 


Mr.  Dundas  havfog  laid  before  the  GMnmittee  thefe  flatementSy 
begged  leave  here  to  paufe  for  one  moment.  Havhig,  he  fiad,  giveii 
Ais  view  of  the  afiairs  of  India,  as  feparate  from  European  affiurs, 
he  wiftied  to  aik  the  Committee  whether  there  was  any  one  exifttng 
ciicumflance  now  that  ooidd  lead  them  to  an  expeftation  of  any  idea 
unfavourable  to  that  ftatement  ?  He  contended  that  diere  was  not. 
He  b^g^  leave,  in  the  firft  place,  to  fay  negatively,  that  there 
iras  not  one  drcumflance  ;  and  he  had  the  fiitisfaftion  to  feel  poifi- 
tivdy  many  circumftanccs  to  lead  to  imaginations  and  apprehen* 
fions  of  a  very  different  nature  indeed.  In  the  iirft  place,  the  Com- 
imttee  would  recoiled  the  efieA  of  the  war,  which  was  now  concluded 
fai  India  in  a  manner  fo  much  to  die  honour  of  this  country ;  and 
from  which  this  countiy  had  gained  an  high  degree  of  confidence  in 
India.  They  had  totally  annihilated  the  exiftence  of  every  European 
power  in  India ;  and  what  was  ftill  more  important,  they  had 
bumbled  their  great  rival  in  India,  (Tippoo  Sultaun),  againft  whofe 
ambitious  projeds  we  bad  formerly  been  obliged  to  be  almoft  con- 
tinually in  a  ftatc  of  warlike  preparation  :  and  there  was  every  rea- ' 
imUe  ground  to  believe  lliat  he  deeply  felt  the  eflb6ts  of  that  hu- 
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miliation,  and  which  would  make  him  hefitate  before  he  again  ven- 
tured to  difturb  our  power  in  India.     The  means  of  defence  alfo 
with  which  thofe  countries  abound;  on  the  parts  adjacent  to  Tip- 
poo's  remaining  dominions,  afforded  ftill  farther  fecurity  againft  any 
future  attempts  from  him  to  difturb  the  peace  of  the  Camatic.     The 
beft  proof  that  could  be  given  of  Tippoo's  humiliation,  was  the 
pun£hiality  with  which  he  had  perfontied  his  engagements:  •    He 
fsdd  he  wifhed  to  found,  on  the  punftuality  with  which  Tippoo  had 
fulfilled  his  engagements,  the  flrongcft  proof  of  the  feeling  he  had  of 
OUT  power  in  India.     All  the  inftalments  he  had  engaged  to  pay  had 
been  regularly  and  punftually  paid.     Thefe  were  not  the  only  obfer- 
yations  he  wifhed  to  make.     There  was  another, '  perhaps  *  equally ' 
comfortable:  not  only  had  they  huinbled  the  proudeft  and  moft 
pctwerful  of  their  enemies,  under  circumftances  which  had  greatly 
contributed  to  their  profperity  and  power,  but  they  had  increafed  the 
reputation  of  the  Britifti  honour  and  Britifh  fidelity  in  that  quarter 
of  the  globe  to  fuch  a  degree,  as  had  never  been  witnefled  in  any 
former  period.     There  was  no  opportunity,  when  he  could  mention 
an  illuftrious  charafter,  (the  Marquis  Cornwallis)   which  he  did  not 
grafp  with  pride  and  pleafure  to  exprefs  his  fentiments  of  him.     But 
there  was  one  trait  in  the  charader  <rf'  that  noble  Marquis,  with  re- 
gard to  his  fulfilment  of  treaties,  which,  however  great  he  might 
be  as  a  warrior  or  a  ftatefman,  in  his  apprehenfion  moft  eminently 
diftinguiftied  him  for  profound  wifdom  and  true  policy.     What  he 
meant  was  thisy  that  when  Tippoo  Sultaurt's  two  inftalments*  had 
been  made,  and  he  had  neglected  to  make  an  offer  of  the  third  to* 
thofe  who  had  been  our  allies  in  the  war,   however  convenient  it 
might  have  been  at  that  time  for  the  Company  to  have  received  the 
third  inftalment  at  the  conclufion  of  an  expenfive  war,  that  illuf- 
^ious  chaiafter  faid  to  Tippoo,  "  I  will  not  be  beforehand  with 
Ipny  allies.     Whenever  you  have  paid  your  inftalments  to  them,  I 
will  accept  of  the  additional  inftalment.*'     The  cffe&  of  this  wa» 
the  removal  of  all  jealoiify  on  the  part  of  our  allies.     Even  the  Mah- 
xattas,  who  had  been  called  treacherous,  and  the  Nizam,  who  had 
Ibeen  ftykd  faithlefs,  at  this  moment  thefe  two  great  powers  in  India 
were  on  the  moft  amicable  terms  with  the  Company.     This  aft, 
which  was  fo  truly  worthy  of  the  noble  perfoh  who  performed  it,  as 
well  as  of  this  country,  had  contributed  to  eftablifh  the  fidelity,  the 
honour,  and  credit  of  the  Eaft-India  Company  in  India,  infinitely 
inore  than  any  other  circumftance  that  could  be  mentioned  *,  and 
tended  to  die  increafe  of  our  power,  of  pur  poffeffions,  and  the  ex- 
tent of  our  revenues  in  India. 

There  were  other  circumftances,  he  faid,  'vehich  he  likewife  b^- 
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ged  leave  to  mention,,  as  conne£ted  with  this  fubje£l.  One  iinpor« 
tant  cixcumflance  had  taken  place,  which  muft  be  fufficient,  inde- 
pendent of  pofitive  proof,  to  ihew  the  extent  of  our  fecurity,  with 
rqgard  not  only  to  our  rivals,  with  regard  not  (»dy  to  o\xr  allies,  bu^ 
what  was  of  ftUl  more  confequence^  it  related  to  the  fecurity  of  our 
own  fubjcds.  A  great  atrangement  had  been  brought  forward,  and 
carried  into  final  execution,  with  re^d  to  Benares,  &c.  Sir  Joha 
Shore  had  eftablifbed,  for  die  firft  time,  the  complete  pofleffion  of 
land  in  India.  That  anangpnent  was  at  laft  moft  fortunately  com« 
pleted.  He  had  always  faid,  and  always  obferved,  that  there  never 
could  be  happinefs  in  any  country  where  landed  prc^rty  was  infe-r 
cure ;  and  what  was  the  effedl  already  perceived,  of  the  fecurity  now 
g^ven  to  landed  property  in  Bengal  ?  Many  of  the  monied  men,  who 
ufed  to  hoard  up  their  treafures,  had  actually  laid  out  their  money 
on  land.  Was  not  that  a  fuffident  proof  that  they  felt  the  eScAs  of 
that  fecurity  ?  They  thought  it  better  to  remove  tiicir  property  from 
.under  the  power  of  the  Princes  of  India,  and  to  live  under  our  laws^ 
and  under  the  proteftion  of  the  Britifli  Government,  and  to  lay  out 
their  money,  inftead  of  keeping  it  concealed.  There  were  other 
circumftances  perhaps  of  lefs  moment,  that  led  dill  more  to  the  pro* 
(foSts  he  had  entertained.  However  unfortunate  the  war  might  have 
been  in  other  refpedb,  it  had  produced  a  great  increafe  of  one  thing, 
which  was  very  much  wanted  in  India,  namely  of  a  circulating  fpe* 
cie  in.our  poiTeflions  in  India.  That  had  happened  in  three  different 
ways.  In  the  iirft  place,  the  Eaft- India  Diredlors  fent  out  the  fum 
of  700,0001,  for  the  fupply  of  the  war,  all  of  which  found  its  way 
into  the  circulation  of  the  provinces*  The  indalments  of  Tippoo 
Sultaun  were  alfo  brought  down  to  our  fettlements  and  added  to  the 
circulating  wealth  of  the  country.  A  third  circumftance,  the  low 
rate  of  intereil  in  Britain  compared  to  India,  induced  a  nnmber  of 
wealthy  individuals  to  fend  out  money  to  India  to  be  lent  out  at  in- 
tereft.  He  iaid,  owing  to  thefe  three  caufes,  that  had  been  remedied 
which  had  always  been  confidered  as  a  defedl  in  the  Government  of 
the  Eaft-India  Company.  In  this  manner  two  millions  had  been 
added  to  the  wealth  of  that  country  lince  the  commencement  of  tlie 
late  war.  Another  circumftance  which  he  wi(hed  to  mention  waa^ 
the  laft  legacy  which  the  noble  Marquis  had  left  tathe  intiabitants 
of  India,  viz.  the  various  arrangements  his  Lordihip  had  ma(}e  for 
the  regular  Adminiflration  of  Juftice  through  all  the  provinces  of  In- 
dia. By  thefe  judicious  regulations  on  this  moft  important  fubje<^, 
accefe  was  given  to  the  natives  of  India  of  the  lowcft  order  to  obtain 
redreis  againft  the  higheft  and  moft  powerful  2Semindar.  By  tliefe 
i^ffraiigements  the  channel  of  Juftice  will  be  kept  pure,  andredrcfs 
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for  injuries  emiidly  obGBtied  by  d)e  lug^  and  the  IdV,  die  rteh  and 
the  poot.  Tlus  of  itTdf  muft  gitsaiAj  odAtribute  to  the  fatisfedion 
and  content,  to  die  induftiy  and  genetal  prdftitfrity,  the  haij^ikfs 
and  peculation  of  the  country.  He  faid  he  ffii^t  nnentieii  nfiany 
i^s  ds  proofs  of  the  profperity  and  of^it  <lf  the  cbuntiy.  Durii^ 
Ae  late  war  in  India,  confider^ftriie  fuffis  wefe  borrowed  at  i  a  ^ 
Cent  (the  common  rate  of  intcreft  in  Iiidia*)  Such  was  die  cre<fit  df 
the  Conopanfy  that  the  ftandardiate  6f  intereft  did  not  now  este^ed 
6  per  cent.  Bonds  which  were  at  6  p(^  c^t.  bore  a  pfeMiun^  of 
^  pet  cent..  He  faid  this  was  a  fubjedl  which  had  occupied  a  great 
deal  of  his  time  and  his  droughts.  It  was  a  fubjed  which  he  was 
certainly  fond  of,  and  on  which  he  loved  to  dwell  and  contemplate; 
and  the  more  he  did  fo,  the  greater  was  the  fource  of  internal  fatis*^ 
faction.  In  addition  to  all  thefe  circumflances,  there  was  one,  that 
if  properly  managed  and  attended  to,  would  lead  to  circumftanb^^ 
of  profperity  M^iich  he  was  not  able  to  calculate,  he  meant  the  great 
liddition  of  territory  die  Company  had  received  on  the  Malabar  coaft. 
When  he  combined  all  thofe  .various  circumftances  together,  every 
<»ie  of  which,  taken  feparately  or  conjointly,  were  proofs  of  the 
groTving  profperity  of  India:  when  he  rcfleded  on  the  territorial 
fevenuc  of  the  Company,  on  the  profits  of  their  trade,  arifing  (tooi 
a  large  capital;  when  he  confidered  the  favourable  iituation  ini^ch 
they  ftood  with  regard  to  the  other  powers  of  India ;  and  the  excel- 
lent regulations  which  had  lately  taken  place  in  our  India  pro>^nces, 
it  was  impoiTible  for  him,  or  for  any  man,  with  accuracy  to  calcu- 
late their  effeAs  on  the  general  profperity  of  a  country.  He  confi- 
dered  all  thefe  circumftances  as  fufScient  grounds  to  juftify  his  opi- 
nion, and  prove  that  his  expe^dons  were  well  founded.  He  beg- 
ged pardon  of  the  Cemmittee  for  having  made  fo  long  a  digrdfion. 
Mr.  Dundas  faid,  he  came  next  to  Aate  the  affairs  at  home, 
and  he  admitted  that  the  deficiency  had  been  very  great.  The  caufes 
of  diat  deficiency  he  took  to  be  the  delicate  fituadon  of  commercial 
eredit  during  that  time,  and  the  general  appr^henfiogi  entertained  by 
&e  Company  in  refped  to  the  amount  of  their  faks.  The  eftinfiate 
made  by  the  Eaft-India  Company,  diough  there  had  been  a  defici- 
ency, was  very  fairly  made.  The  deficiency  confifled  of  two  feve- 
ral  ))ranches :  one  aiofe  (tttm  the  deficiency  of  price  received  sc  the 
falcs,  and  the  other  arofe  &om  a  deficiency  of  gOods  received  from 
India  for  fale^  The  ddmate  calculated  by  the  Committee  of  Di- 
re6lors  was  made  on  the  fuppofidon  that  the  goods  would  have  fbld 
At  the  prke  at  which  tkey  had  been  ufually  fold,  but  inilead  of  thsit 
diey  fold  from  la  to  i<^percenf.  lower,  whichjrofe  from  a  foareity 
of  bufer^  feun  d>e  irant  of  money  and  the  want  of  cfedk  in  the 
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fcountry  at  that  particular  period.     Thcfe  caufc$  therefore  produced 
k  deficiency,  which  was  increafed  upwards  of  400,000!.  in  confe- 
quence  of  goods  not  coming  from  India,  upc»n  which  tlic  Committee 
had  calculated.    He  faid,  inftead  of  drawing  any  unfavourable  con- 
chrfions  againft  the  lafting  profpcrity  of  the  country  from  diefe  failure^, 
they  ftrongiy  confirmed  him  in  the  truth  of  his  former  eftimates^ 
and  that  the  a<Sual  amount  would  confiderably  exceed  the  eAimates 
when  peace  fhould  happily  be  reftored  to  us.     He  faid,  ,notwith- 
Randing  this' deficiency,  the  nett  revenue  had  come  within  5o,bool- 
of  what  he  had  calculated  it  would  amount  to  iaft  year.     He  next 
made  a  few  obfervations  with  regard  to  the  eflimatcs  for  the  next 
year.    He  likewife  obferved,  that  he  had  received  a  paper  juft  when 
he  was  coming  into  the  Houife  from  a  verj'  intelligent  Officer,  and 
which  afforded  him  great  fatisfa6tion.     He  faid  this  was  the  month 
of  April,  and  this  paper  contained  an  account  of  the  a<5hjal  fales  of 
the  Company  during  the  month  of  March.     He  faid  the  edimates 
for  the  month  of  M^rch  were  826,358!.     Tlie  adlual  fales  were 
888,1 14I.  the  fales  exceeding  the  cftimatcs  by  61,7561.      He  faid 
he  was  entitled  to  draw  two  conclufiorte  from  that  fadt ;  firft,  that  it 
afforded  a  very  fairground  to  infer  that  the  prefent  efti  mates  had  been 
fairly  and  honourably  made  up.     And  2dly,  when  a  great  defici- 
iency  had  exited  the  former  year,  that  there  was  juft  caufe  to  believe 
a  very  confiderable  part  of  the  failures  had  been  more  owing  to  the 
ftate  of  commercial  credit  and  want  of  buyers  than  to  the  general 
feilure  of  markets.      He  thought  he  had  now  faid  cn^^ugh  to  fatisfy 
the  Committee  that  the  accounts  both  of  the  lart  year,  and  of  thm 
year  to  come,  bad  been  faiily  and  juftly  taken,  and  that  he  had 
founded  his  aflertions  on  clear  and  dillind  proofs,  and  had  made  out 
the  w^hole  of  his  propofitions  in  order  to  fuftain  the  juftice  of  his  cal- 
culations.     If  he  faid  the  Company  were  in  this  profperous  ftate, 
fome  gentlemen  might  afk  him,  what  fnould  induce  them  lo  prefent 
a  petition  to  borrow  money  ?   He  proceeded  to  explain  the  rcafons  ; 
I  ft,  becaufc  a  million  of  India  debt  had  been  transferred  and  paid, 
inftead  of  half  a  million,  which  he  Iaft  year  had  propofed,  but  of 
which  they  were  not  aware  in  India,  and  therefore  they  had  remitted 
a  million,  which  had  been  difcharged.    Tlie  Company  were  to  have 
reduced  their  bond  debts  to   1,500,000!.  they  couid  only  reduce 
them  to  2,Qoo,oooL      It  was  better  to  pay  the  transferred  India 
debt  than  the  bond  debt,  becaufc  the  firft  bear  5.  and  the  Iaft  only 
4  per  cent.*  There  was  another  reafon  why  the  Company  were  obli- 
ged to  borrow,  becaufe  they  had  been  under  the  neceffity  of  poftpon- 
ing  fome  of  their  fales  from  November  to  January.      He  propofed, 
thercfor-e,  they  (hould  be  permitted,  in  addition  to  the  bonds  now 
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iffucd,  to  ifliie  other  bonds  to  the  amoumof  one  million, 
anjr  embarraffment  in  the  ftate  of  their  af&irs.  For  the 
art  home  fed  the  following  edmiates : 

In  an  average  eilimate  hid  before  tBe  Houfe  hfiyear, 
,  the  amount  of  faXes  of  goods  was  taken  at  —        — 

Adtual  falc  amoust  — -^ 


A.  i794« 

to  prevent 
particulars 


4988$oo 
4887127 


hcCs  than  cAimaced 
Charges  aad  profit  09^  private  trade,  efixniated 

Adtual  amount: 

More  tha»  €fiiiiiat«d 


m^0** 


^.70000 
95840 


101175 


25940 


Wfferenee  fectween  eftimatc  and  a£tual    —         75335 


Adtual  amount  received  fbc  goods  ia  the  year 

The  Company  having  b«en  obliged  to  give  more  credit 
than  ulual  by  4.97,669!.  ov^  the  ift  of  March.. 
India  debt  paid  off  in  the  year   .  ■■  i 

Bond  debt  ditto^  ■  


—    ..       4389458 


1008637 
1028475 


Amount  to  be  received  fer  goodb  (bid  ia  the  prefent  year^ 

eftimated  at  ■  , 

India  debt  efiimated  to  be  paid  in  this  yea?  ■■        ■ 

Total  of  India  debt  paid  and  to  be  paid  in  two  years^        — 

Lail  year's  ad  directs  only  500,000$.  a  year  to  be  paid. 

•More  India  debts  paid  than  ordered  by  the  z& 

More  goods  (bid,  not  paid  for,  than  eapeded 


More  paid  and  kfs  received 


Debts  at  home,  inclasding  transferred' dfebty  according  to  kft 
yearns  account,  exclusive  of  capitel  ftock  _ 

Account  of  ditto  at  preicnt  . 

Decreafe  of  debts 


After  paying  ajOjbool.  to  Government^  amd  inchidiDg 
250,000!.  among  the  debts. 

ASSETS  AT  HOME. 

The  a(reta  at  borne,  making  the  account  exactly  (imilar  to 
the  fecond  part  of  No.  23,  amounted  lait  year  to        — * 
By  No.  J3,  the  amount  ia  ■  , 

Increafed  value  of  cffedb  at  home 
Add  dccreafeof  debtt  to  increafcof  afTets,  the  aSaiis  at  home 
appear  better  by  ■     .  .«. 


I>ebts  paid  off     —      ^837 1 1 a 


5426358 

972126 

1980763 

980763 
497669 

1478+5* 


7604629 
7006500 

598129 


9"fi73 
988883S 

65966s 
1257792 
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Mr.  Dundfas  then  fummcd  up  his  preceding  (UtementB  ly  the 

following 

GENERAL  COMPARATIVE  VIEW. 

Drhte  lefs  and  aiiecs  more  10  India  than  in  laft  year's  accounts  23441 };9 

Ditto  in  China  and  St;.  Helena*  at  per  No.  ^4            — *  274926 

Ditto  at  honie                       ■                                     ■■  1257792 


But  towards  tkis  there  was  raiied  ^y  new  cafntai      aoooooo 
And  cargoes  arrived  from  India  Ance*  sttkkig 
their  l^ock  iiccounts  >  —  207108 


3876857 


2207108 


Nett  ffnprx>vement  m  the  Company's  affaiM  by  redu(^on  of 
debts  and  increafe  of  ^ffets  •*.«.-.  1669749 

Mr.  Dundas  concluded  with  movuig  various  refoludons,  purfu* 
ant  to  his  fpeech ;  all  of  which  wevecaniedt  n^m.  con.y  and  die  re* 
port  to  be  received  on  Monday. 

Mr,  ChaHCcIlor  PITT  moved  <hc  tvder  rf  flic  day  for  recdving 
the  Rqx>rt  of  the  Comirattee  on  the  KU  for  the  encouragement  and 
difcipRne  of  fuch  perfons  as  (hall  voluntarily  enrcd  dvemfelvcs  for  the 
internal  defence  of  the  Icingdoniy  ^nrhich  being  done,  the  amend- 
ments of  the  jCommittee  v/nat  vcsA  2mA  agreed  to.  He  then  pro- 
pofed  fome  odicr  amendments*  one  of  which  was  founded  on  the 
idea  fuggefted  on  a  former  occafion  foy  Mr.  Sheridan,  that  of  remove 
ing  all  cKfEculty  as  tp  tlie  time  when  thefe  volunteers  ftall  be  fub- 
jeS  to  millrafy  law*  He  thought  it  would  he  better  that  fuch  a 
point  ihould  be  purely  voluntaiy  on  the  part  of  the  corps,  and  there- 
fore before  the  word  •**  march,"  he  propofed  to  infcrt  the  word 
*^  voluntary,'^  fo  that  so  perfon  Ihould  be  bound  to  march  who  did 
not  think  fit ;  but  after  voluntary  marching,  the  Mutiny  Bill  would 
of  courfe  attach.  The  amendments  were  all  agreed  to,  and  the 
Bill  was  ordered  to  be  engroflcd,  apd  to  be  read  a  third  time  on 
Monday^  if  tibica  engrofTcd,. 

Mondoff  lib  Apr'iL 

Mr.  BEAUFOY  brought  up  the  report  of  the  India  Budget 
The  refidutions  were  read  a  firfl  time.— ;-On  the  qucftion  being  put 
for  the  fecond  reading, 

Mr.  FRANCIS  faid  that  the  right  honourable  gentleman  who 
moved  the  refolutions,  was  not  likely  to  attend  the  Houfe  to-day. 
Some  points  occurred  to  him  which  he  wifhed  to  fiate  in  the  hearing 
rf  that  right  honourable  gentleman.  As  many  gentlemen  were  ab- 
fem  OR  the  opening  of  the  Budget,  pctliaps  the  riglit  honourably 

'Fa 


36  PARLIAMENTARY  A.  179 

gentleman  was  determined  not  to  be  prefent  while  any  thing  \\^ 
likely  to  be  faid  againft  it.  Mr.  Francis  faid  he  had  not  attend 
tlic  opening  of  the  India  Budget,  and  by  the  bleffing  of  God  he  nev 
would.  But  when  the  bill  was  brought  forward  for  the  relief  of  tl 
thriving,  flourifliing  Company,  he  might  have  fome  obfervations 
make.  He  fhould  only  fay,  that  notwithiftanding  the  very  favou 
able  defcription  given  of  the  affairs  of  this  Company,  the^  refult 
the  whole  of  their  unparalleled  fuccefs  was,  that  they  were  to  borrc 
two  millions  of  money.  He  (hould  fay  no  more  on  this  bufind 
yntil  the  right  honoqrable  gentleman  fhould  attend.  The  refolutioj 
were  then  read  and  agreed  to. 

Mr.  Chancellor  PITT  then  moved  tliat  the  petition  p.rcfent< 
on  behalf  of  the  Eafl-India  Company  on  the  fubjc6l  before  tl 
Houfc,  be  read :  which  being  done,  he  moved  that  leave  be  give 
to  bring  in  a  bill  to  empower  the  Eaft-India  Company  to  continii 
a  bond  debt  of  two  millions,  and  to  increafe  their  capital  to  a  farthc 
fum,  to  be  limited  as  circumftances  may  require. — Grante^l. 

Mr.  Pitt  then  faid,  he  gave  notice  to  the  Houfe  the  other  day 
that  he  had  a  motion  to  bring  forward,  for  leave  to  bring  in  a  bill 
that  His  Majefty  might  be  enabled  to  avail  himfelf  of  an  opportunit 
of  employing  in  fiis  fervice  fubjefls  of  France  under  certain  defcrip 
tions.  The  advantage  of  the  plan  he  trufted  would  appear  in  tlv 
courfe  of  the  campaign.  He  did  not  think  it  probable  that  any  op 
politlon  would  be  offered  to  the  nieafure  in  the  prefent  ftage,  anc 
therefore,  unlefs  he  found  he  was  deceived  in  that  idea,  he  fhoUi<^ 
not  enter  upon  any  obfervation  now  upon  the  fubjeft.  It  feemed 
to  him  that  the  nature  of  tlie  prefent  war,  under  the  circumftancej 
of  France,  confidering  the  number  of  fubjcdls  driven  from  that  coun- 
try, and  th«  number  now  in  France,  who  would  be  ready  to  avai] 
thcmfelvcs  of  an  opportunity,  but  who  had  not  yet  been  able  to 
emancipate  tliemfelves  from  the  unexampled  tyranny  of  their  own 
Government,  and  confidering  too  that  rnany  other  circumftances 
might  occaiion  tlieir  rifing  up  in  refiflance  to  their  prefent  Governors, 
and  the  many  advantages  that  might  be  derived  from  a  force  of  this 
nature,  he  fhould  move,  "  That  leave  be  given  to  bring  in  a  bill 
to  enable  the  fubjefls  of  France,  to  enlifl  as  foldiers  in  His  Majefly's 
fervice  on  the  Continent  of  Europe  and  other  places,  and  to  receive 
Officers  in  fuch  regiments,  or  Engineers,  under  certain  reflridions.'*^ 

Mr.  FRANCIS  faid,  that  this  fubjeft  on  the  firfl  view  of  it, 
appeared  to  be  of  great  importance,  and  likely  to  go  through  a  very 
full  difcufTion.  Were  thefe  foreigners  only  to  b6  raifcd  and  paid  in 
foreign  country,  or  were  they  to  be  here,  or  were  they  only  to  be 
raifed  and  kept  abroad,  as  the  fervice  might  call  for  them  ?    He  di^ 
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not  fpeak  pofitively,  but  he  underftood  that  the  Ddke  of  York  had 
men  of  this  fort,  as  BritUh  troops  in  his  army  ;  but  he  wifhcd  for 
fome  informutlon,  whether  this  corps  was  to  be  abroad,  or  being 
raifed  here,  they  were  to  be  employed  abroad  ? 

Mr.  Chancellor  PITT  faid,  the  mcafurc  was  to  raifc  a  corps  of 
this  kind  abroad,  and  to  confine  their  fcrvioe  abroad,  at  the  fame 
time,  he  was  ready  to  fay  it  was  vcr)'  pofliblc  they  might  be  brought 
tq  fome  place  in  this  country,  as  a  place  of  rendezvous,  fomewhere 
near  the  coaft,  and  they  (hould  not  be  brought  more  than  a  certain 
number  of  miles  from  the  coaft  in  this  country  ,  the  whole  of  that 
plan  (hould  be  hid  before  Parliament. 

Mr.  HARRISON  obferved,  that  there  was  a  hand-bill  dating, 
that  Frenchmen  were  now  raifing  in  this  countr)'. 

Mr.  Chancellor  PITT  faid,  he  was  entirely  unacquainted  witli 
fuch  notice. 

Mr.  HARRISON  faid,  it  was  a  very  public  thing,  and  that  the 
bill  he  alluded  to  was  ftuck  up  againft  the  wall  of  the  Admiralty. 

Colonel  M'LEOD  faid  alfo,  tliat  thefe  bills  were  public,  and 
wondered  the  Miniller  did  not  know  of  them. 

Mr.  VANSITTART  thought  that  the  emigrants  in  this  country 
might  cnlil^  under  this  bill. 

Mr.  Chancellor  PITT  did  not  mean  tliat  they  (hould  be  pre^ 
vented. 

The  motion  was  then  put  and  carried. 

Mr.  Chancellor  PITT  then  brought  up  the  bill  he  had  moved 
for  leave  to  bring  in  on  behalf  of  the  Eaft- India  Company  ;  which 
was  read  a  firft  time,  and  ordered  to  be  read  a  fecond  time  to- 
morrow. 

On  the  queftion  being  put,  for  the  third  reading  of  the  bill  for 
the  encouragement  and  difcipline  of  fuch  perfons  as  (liall  voluntarily 
enlift  themfelvcs  for  the  general  defence  of  the  country  ;  and  it  be- 
ing accordingly  read,  lylr.  Pitt  moved,  "  That  this  bill  be  now 
read  a  third  time." 

Mr.  FRANCIS  moved,  that  the  article  of  the  Bill  of  Rights, 
which  related  to  the  levy  of  money  without  the  grant  of  Parlia- 
ment, fhould  be  read  ;  at  which  fome  Members  on  the  Treafury 
Bench  feemed  to  exprefs,  by  their  geftures  and  laughter,  fome  de- 
gree of  contempt  and  fcom.  The  article  was  read  accordingly, 
and  is  as  follows : 

That  levying  of  money,  for  or  to  the  ufe  of  the  Crown,  by 

pretence  of  prciogative,  without  grant  of  Parliament,  for  longer 
f  *  timey  or  in  other  manner^  than  the  fame  is  or  (hall  be  granted,  is 
«  illegjil." 
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In  fermer  timcSy  Sir,  a  motion  for  reading  any  part  of  the  Bill 
of  Rights,  fo  far  from  exciting  fcorn  and  mockery  in  the  Houfe  of 
Commons,  as  it  has  done  this  day,  would  have  fecurcd  the  perfon 
who  propofed  it  from  infult  or  difrcfpcft,  even  though  he  had  intro- 
duced it  un&afonably,  or  applied  it  abfurdly.     Suqb  was  once  the 
veneration  in  which  that  law  wgs  held.     3ut  thofe  times  are  paft, 
^nd  I  fear  they  are  gone  for  ever.     Gentlemen  have  a£led  pru- 
dently in  cxprefling  their  fcorn,  before  they  heard  or  could  poflibly 
^njedure,   for  what  purpofe  I  moved  tliat  this  declaration  (hould 
be  read.     But  whether  their  contempt  was  levelled  at  me,  or  at  the 
Hll  of  Ri^ts,  or  at  both,   I  am  perfedly  content,  and  think  it  an 
honour  to  me  to  be  fo  united,  and  to  fufFer  in  fuch  company. 
Sir,  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  on  a  queftion  ftated  by  me 
on  the  fubjeft  of  the  prefent  bill,  when  it  was  firft  introduced,  did 
diftinctly  and  cxprefsly  declare,  that  whsn  once  the  meafure  of  en- 
rolling volunteers  for  the  general  defence  of  the  kingdom  fhould 
receive  the  fan6lion  -of  Parliament,  the  mode  which  Government 
had  in  conten^plation,  of  providing  for  the  cxpencc,  viz.  by  receiv- 
ing the  voluntary  fubfcrtptions  of  individuals  for  that  purpofey  would 
be  virtually  included  and  legalized  in  tlie  fandion  given  to  the 
meafure,  though  not  mentioned  or  alluded  to  in  the  bill  before  us. 
This  is  the  doctrine  laid  down  and  avowed  by  the  Mini  Iter  ;  and 
this  is  the  principle  on  which  (to  fay  nothing  of  Iblicitation  and  in^.u- 
cnce)  he  propofes  to  rfrm^'^fubfcriprions  for  the  ufc  of  the  Cro'.vn. 
On  the'  truth  of  this  dodrine  I  am  at  iiTue  with  him,  and   meet 
fcim  in  direft  contradidtion.      I   affirm  that  it  is  not  true  that,  on 
the  principles  of  the  Englifti  Conftitution,  wl.cn  the  Pailian.cnt  has 
given  its  fanftion  to  any  meafure  to  be  attcnc'*  d  with  cxpence,  a 
right  or  permifllon  accruing  to  the  Crown  of  receiving  the  fupply 
ncceffary  to  anfwer  that  cxpence,  from  any  other  hand  or  through 
any  other  channel,  but  that  of  the  Houfe  of  Commons  ;  and  that 
tjiis  is  the  true  and  evident  meaning  of  that  declaration  in  the  Bill 
pf  Rights,  which  has  been  read  at  your  table.   This  Houfe,  Sir,  in 
^very  meafure  of  cxpence  that  comes  before  it,  has  two  effential 
and  fundamentg^l  duties  to  perform,  neither  of  which  it  can  furren- 
4er,  rdinquifli,  or  transfer  to  any  othcK  power,  or  fubmit  to  any 
Other  judgement.    •  The  firft  is  to  vote  the  fervice,  which  at  prc- 
^nt  is  not  difputed,  whatever  it  may  be  iiereafter.     This  branch 
pif  our  duty  is  ftill  admitted  to  hiclong  to  us.     The  fecond  is,  to 
f^msLtt  and  limit  the  charge,  and  to  grant  the  fupply ;  and  dus,  I 
Concdve«  is  an  office  and  a  duty  exclufively  vefted  in  the  Houfe  of 
Commons,  and  fo  ftridly  appropriated  to  us,  that  we  cannot  aban* 
^a  it  ourfelveS;^  or  fuffer  \K  to  b^  ufunped  by  any  other  power^ 
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without  a  dircfl  bftach  of  truft.    We  are  conftituted  and  appointed 
bjr  the  people  for  the  fpedal  purpofe,  above  all  others,  of  guarding 
the  public  purfe,  of  affeflirg,  limiting,  and  applying  all  monies 
whatfoever,  to  be  paid  by  the  people  for  the  public  fcrvicc.     If  the 
principle  be  good,  viz    that  **  when  Parliament  has  approved  the 
"  fervice,  the  Executive  Government  may  rmfc  the  fupply,  hf 
"  receiving  contributions  from  any  who  are  willing  to  contribute ;" 
try  it  upon  a  larger  fcale.     When  you  have  voted  the  army  or  the 
navy,  I  mean  the  numbers,  will  you  leave  the  fupply  to  be  pro- 
vided, and  the  expence  to  be  defrayed,  by  any  other  means  than 
your  own  fpecific  grant  ?   Why  not  ?    Bccaufe  the  aocbunt  would  be 
too  great  to  be  fupplicd  by  fubfcriptions  ?   That,  Sir,  is  no  anfwcr 
to  the  queftion  of  right.     If  an  augmentation  of  the  militia  may 
be  provided  for  in  this  way,  why  not  any  other  more  expenfivc  fer- 
vice ?    The  difierence  is  only  in  the  d^;fce,  not  in  the  nature  and 
quality  of  the  adl.     If  there  be  any  other  difiindlion,  I  wi(h  to 
hear  it  ftated.     But,  when  you  had  voted  the  army  or  the  navy, 
TTOuld  you  allow  the  Minifter  to  tell  you  that  His  Majefty  had  no 
farther  occafion  for  your  attendance ;  that  Government  would  find 
the  ways  and  means,  and  would  give  you  no  farther  trouble  ?  HoW 
would  this  Houfe  receive  fuch  a  propofition  ?    I  hope  they  would 
receive  it  with  indignation,  as  they  ought  to  do.     If  not,  they 
would  not  only  betray  the  Conftitution,  but  very  foon  find  tliat 
they  had  been  parties  and  accomplices  in  their  own  annihilation* 
But  how  is  this  do(5lrine  to  be  recoiKiled  to  the  Bill  of  Rights  i 
When  money  is  levied  for  the  ufe  of  the  Crown,  by  priv^tte  contri- 
bution, is  it,  in  the  firft  place,  granted  by  Parliament  ?    That  is, 
in  the  ftri<St  parliamentary  fenfe  of  the  >^'ord  grant  ?  Is  the  anrK>unt 
fixed  ?-  Is  the  time  limited  ?    Is  the  manner  prefcribcd  by  Parlia- 
ment ?    No  fuch  thing.     The  Crown  receives  diredily  from  the 
fubjed  ;  and  the  Houfe  of  Commons,  who  alone  ought  to  give  and 
grant  the  money  of  the  people,  and  not  the  people  themf elves f  is  pafled 
by.     But  I  go  farther.     I  not  only  deny  that  a  power  to  receive 
money  from  the  fubjeft,  in  the  form  of  a  contribution,  can  be  taken 
by  implication,  as  if  it  were  irKluded  in  the  approbation  of  the  fer- 
vice ;  but  that  it  cannot  be  given,  even  by  the  expreffed  confent  of 
this  Houfe.     We  arc  appointed  to  do  this  duty  ourfclves,  and  can- 
not alienate  the  difcharge  of  it  from  ourfelves  to  others.     We  are 
delegates,  and  cannot  delegate.     As  individuals  we  may  refign  our 
ftation  ;  but,  while  we  hold  it,  we  cannot  fcparate  the  ftation  from 
its  duties.     A  learned  gentleman  (Mr.  Serjeant  Adair)  near  mc, 
>vhom  I  fincei^ly  refpeS,  not  only  for  his  learning  and  abilities, 
but  nuich  more  for  his  unbiaffed  integrity,  has  given  notice  of  hif 
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Intention  to  propofe  a  claufe,  for  the  purpofe  of  legalifmg  this  m 

of  raifing  money,  in  the  prefent  inftance.     The  Chancellor  of 

Exchequer,  on  the  other  hand,  has  declared,  that  he  will  accept 

no  fuch  claufe  ;  arid  I  mud  ow^  I  (hould  be  forry  to  fee  it  receive 

On  my  principles,  the  Houfe  of  Commons  has  no  right  to  conf< 

to  any  Icv}^  of  money,  not  diredly  granted,  limited,  and  approp 

ated  by  themfelves;     But  fuch  a  claufe  would  tend  to  palliate   a 

qualify  the  meafure,  arid  to  eftablilh  a  moft  dangerous  preceder 

1  protcft  againft  any  attempt  to  patch  or  paint  a  rotten  principle. 

a  bad  thing  is  to  be  done,  let  it  appear  at  once  in  its  word  fhap 

and  in  the  blacikcft  colours  that  belong  to  it.     Then  perhaps  it  mz 

excite  alarm  ;  then  perhaps  it  may  make  its  true  and  natural  im 

preffion  on  the  ftupid  mind  and  feelings  of  this  country.       In   m 

judgement,  we  have  not  a  refource  or  a  hope  left  to  prefervc  thi 

fcw^  fecurities  that  remair^  or  to  recover  the  many  that  have  beer 

loft,  but  in  fuch  exccffcs  and  abufe  of  power,  as  cannot  be  dif- 

guifed  or  diflembled,  and,  at  fome  point  or  othcr^  will  no  longci 

be  endured* 

Mr.  Serjeant  ADAIR  role  ib  reply  to  foitie  comments  that  were 
made  by  Mr*  Fraricis,  which  feemed  to  lead  to  a  claufe  that  he 
(Serjeant  Adair)  had  pro{)ofcd  to  bring  into  tlie  bill ;  but 

The  SAEAKER  obferving,  that  it  was  not  ftridtly  in  order  to 
fpcak  toji  hiatter  not  before  the  Houfcj 

Mr.  Serjeant  ADAIR  faid,  that  what  had  fallen  from  the  ho- 
nourable gentleman  did  not  at  all  apply  to  the  intended  claufe,  and 
fat  down. 

Lord  WYCOMBE  fa'id,  that  he  fhould  not  trouble  the  Houfe 
with  any  comment  on  the  meafure  before  it,  if  jufticc  to  a  noble 
relation  (Lord  Lanfdowne)  did  not  demand  it.     That  noble  {x:rfon 
had;  in  i  7  8  2,  as  Secretar)'  of  State,  written  a  circular  letter,  which 
had  been  commented  upon  by  a  right  honourable  gentleman  fthe 
Attorney  General),  in  a  manner  which,  highly  as  he  rrfpeded  that 
gentleman,  truth  obliged  him  to  declare,  was  in  the  greateft  degree 
unfair  and  uncandid.     He  had  compared  the  tranfadtion  of  ^782 
wiih  the  prefent,  though  tl^^re  could  not  be  two  meafures  more  dlffi- 
milar ;  and  to  fupport  that  comparifon,  had  brought  about  feven 
letters  out  of  140,  which  had  been  written  in  anfwer  to  the  noble 
perfon's  circular  letter  before  the  Houfe,  made  them  a  comment  on 
it,  and  thence  drew  inferences  which,  if  the  letters  had  been  fairly 
ftated  to  the  Houfe,  could  not  be  deduced  from  them.     He  theit 
entered  into  a  comparative  ftatement  of  the  two  meafures,-  and  en- 
deavoured to  fliew  that  they  were  in  no  point  fimilar ;   and  he 
thought  it  extrem.ely  unfair  to  judge  of  the  meaning  of  a  letter  ftom 
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the  anfwers  to  that  letter,  even  fuppoiing  them  to  be  fully  ftated, 
but  ftill  more  fo,  when  only  feven  out  of  1 40  were  brought  for- 
ward ;  and  fo  far  from  the  letters  alluded  to  having  eftablifhed  the 
point,  that  the  natbn  at  large  confidered  the  circular  letter  of  his 
noble  relation  as  calling  for  a  voluntary  fubfcription,  the  majority 
of  them,  if  produced,  would  (hew  that  the  reverfe  was  the  ftwft. 
He  concluded  by  faying,  that  there  was  a  wide  diftin6lion  between 
raifing  a  naval  force,  and  empowering  Minifters  to  raife  a  body  of 
outcails,  who  might  be  made  ufe  of  by  their  employers  for  purpofcs 
holHlc  to  the  Conilitution. 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  faid,  when  he  heard  that  he 
^pras  accufed  of  a  want  of  candour,  he  could  not  but  rife  to  defend 
himfclf  from  the  imputation.  If  the  noble  lorc^meant  to  convince 
the  Houfe  that  there  exifted  thofe  differences  between  the  meafurcs 
of  1782  and  I794f  which  he  feemed  inclined  to  affert,  he  was  of 
opinion  he  had  totally  failed.  In  truth,  for  his  part  he  muft  con- 
fefs,  there  had  not  been  adduced  a  (ingle  argument  tending  to  that 
point,  which  in  his  apprehenfion  was  not  perfc<flly  contemptible. 
He  reprobated,  as  trivial  and  idle,  the  diftincHon,  as  taken  by  the 
noble  lord,  between  the  army  and  navy,  which  he  infilled  to  be 
totally  unfounded,  and  again  argued  the  propriety  of  producing  the 
anfwers  to  the  circular  letters  of  1782,  as  an  evidence  of  what 
the  meafure  was  generally  underitood  to  be  by  thofe  perfons  who 
wrote  thofe  letters.  He  did  not  adduce  them  as  the  only  mode  of 
conftruii^  the  letter  of  1782,  but  he  produced  therti  to  (hew  tliat 
he  was  not  (ingillar  in  his  opinion  when  he  thought,  '^  that  by  that 
letter  the  fubje^t  was  called  upon  to  (hew  his  zeal  by  contributing 
in  different  fhapes  to  the  fupport  of  the  Government.'*  He  again 
mentioned  the  counties  of  Lincoln,  York,  Devon,  and  SufTex,  as 
having  fubfcribed  in  confequence  of  that  intimation,  and  fo  far  from 
feeing  any  thing  dangerous  or  novel  in  the  ufage,  he  faid  it  had  been 
the  pradice  of  the  country  for  a  century  and  a  half,  ever  fincc  the 
Revolution. 

Lord  WYCOMBE  explained. 

Mr.  GREY  infifted  it  was  unfair  and  uncandid  to  k]c&  a  fmall 
i!umber  of  anfwers  from  a  large  quantity,  as  an  argument  to  decide 
how  the  letter  fo  often  alluded  to  fliould  be  conftrued.  He  thought 
in  juftice  the  whole  oi^ht  to  be  produced  ;  and  the  learned  gentle- 
man might  remember,  that  in  a  Court  of  Law,  if  he  had  refufcd  to 
produce  them,  he  (Mr.  Grey)  (hould  be  entitled  to  condemn  them 
as  abfolute  forgeries.  He  faid,  he  did  not  go  the  whole  length  in 
his  noble  friend's  (Bttinflion  between  the  army  and  navy,  becaufe 
he  was  an  enemy  to  all  private  fubfcripuons ;  but  at  the  fame  time 
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lie  admitted  tliere  was  a  very  important  difference,  inafmuch  as 
our  liberties  could  never  be  erufhed  or  deftroyed  by  a  navy,  but 
they  might  by  an  army.  The  learned  gentleman  continually 
bbafted  of  his  candour  and  feelings,  but  he  wiftied  rather  to  find 
them  in  his  practice  than  in  his  fpeeches. 

Mr.  ROLLE  faid,  that,  to  his  knowledge,  there  were  fub- 
fcriptions  in  the  counties  of  Devon  and  Cornwall  in  1782,  and  if 
they  were  illegal,  he  would  be  glad  to  know  why  they  had  not  been 
refifted  and  declared  fo^ 

Mr.  RYDER  faid,  he  heard  nothing  like  argument  from  th« 
gentlemen  on  the  other  fide,  but  mere  affertion  with  the  colour  of 
fad.  It  was  worthy  of  remark,  that  the  fame  gentlemen  who  fay 
that  the  prefent  nwiafurc  will  deftroy  the  Conftitution,  are  the  fame 
who  defended  a  nmilar  one  in  1782,  on  the  pretext  that  it  was  not 
money,  but  jrms  and  accoutrements,  that  were  then  fubfcribed ; 
which  was  faying,  that  it  was  illegal  to  fubfcribe,  if  the  fubfcription 
was  in  the  fhape  of  a  guinea  ;  but  legal,  if  in  the  fliape  of  a  mufket 
or  bayonet.  In  fuch  miferable  diftindions  he  hoped  that  the  fafety 
of  the  Conftitution  was  not  to  reft  ;  and  he  trufted  that  that  Houfc 
would  treat  them  with  the  contempt  which  they  deferved. 

Mr.  CURWEN  diftinguiftied  the  meafure  now  under  con- 
fideration  and  that  of  1 782.  He  thought  that  the  prefent  was  a 
meafure  to  keep  up  a  fyftem  of  delufion  among  the  people.  H« 
thought  alfo,  tliat  if  there  was  any  danger  the  Minifter  (hould  ftate 
it ;  and  he  hoped  gentlemen  of  fortune  would  come  forward  and 
facrifice  at  once  all  they  could  fpare  for  the  benefit  of  the  public. 

Mr.  Chancellor  PITT  faid,  that  unwilling  thopgh  he  w^as,  en 
any  occafion,  to  take  up  the  time  of  the  Houfe,  and  univerfal  as 
the  affent  to  the  principle  of  the  Bill  feemed  to  be,  he  could  not 
rcfift  the  defire  he  had  to  give  his  fentiments  on  two  or  three  points 
which  had  been  fubftituted  in  place  of  argument  by  the  gentlemen 
who  oppofed  the  principle  of  fupplying  the  exigencies  of  the  ftatc, 
under  certain  circumftances,  by  voluntary  contributions ;  and  he 
could  not  refrain  from  calling  the  notice  of  the  Houfc  to  the  way  in 
.  which  the  argument  had  that  night  been  managed.  From  the  ufe 
which  had  been  made  of  the  argument  refpe6ling  the  letters,  he 
faid,  one  would  be  induced  prima  facie  to  fuppofe,  that  the  whole 
merits  and  fubftantial  principles  of  the  quqftion  hung  on  the  circular 
.  letter  of  1 7  8  2  ;  but  in  order  to  get  rid  of  the  unavailing  ufclefs 
fubtleties  which  were  built  on  that,  he  would  wave  the  force  which 
this  queftion  derived  from  the  authority  of  that  in  1782,  and  for 
the  time  fuppofe  that  there  had  been  no  fuch  letter,  no  anfwers  to 
it,   no  meetings,  no  fubfcriptions — yet  on  a  general  view  of  the 
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laws  and  conftltution  of  the  country,  as  they  appeared  recorded  in 
ftatute  books,  handed  down  by  precedents,  and  confirmed  by  the 
firft  and  nioft  refpedlable  authorities,  legal  as  well  as  political,  that 
the  page  of  Britifti  hiftory,  or  the  records  of  jurifprudcnce,  could 
boaft  of,  and  a  fair  conftru<S^ion  of  thofe  laws  and  that  conftitution- 
by  principles  of  rcafon  and  truth,  the  meafure  would  be  found  to 
ftand  on  the  firmed  grounds,  and  to  refift  ever)'  attack  that  fubtlety 
and  ingenuity  may  make  againft  it. — As  to  what  had  been  faid  by 
a  noble  lord  refpedlir^  the  conftrudion  of  the  letter  in  1782,  it  had 
notliing  to  do  with  the  bill,  but  was  merely  an  attempt  to  vindicate* 
a  particular  fetof  men  from  a  charge  of  inconfiftcnce  ;  and  he  put  it 
to  the  coRlkleration  of  the  Houfe,  whether  a  great  national  queftion 
ought  to  be  fufpended,  merely  fcM*  the  purpofc  of  proceeding  on  the 
trial  erf"  a  few  gentlemen  for  inconfiftcnce  ?  As  ^o  the  meafure  of 
1782,  fo  far  from  thinking  it  a  fubjecS  of  crimination,  he  thought 
it  a  meafure  highly  laudable;  but  having  thought  it  right  in  1782, 
hefliould  think  it  highly  criminal  to  raife  objedtions  to  it  in  1794, 
when  the  countr)^  as  refpefting  not  only  its  internal  ftate,  but  its 
various  relations  vflth  the  reft  of  Europe,  fo  much  more  loudly  de- 
manded the  adoption  of  fuch  a  meafure.  And  here,  he  faid,  an 
explanation  of  his  principal  motives  for  oppofing  the  produdlion  of 
the  letters  in  anfwer  to  that  of  the  Secretary  of  State  in  1782,  came 
IB  with  peculiar  force,  and  would  come  more  completely  home  to 
the  bofoms  of  the  Houfe  than  at  any  other  time  :  for  producing  the 
papers  would  be  a  virtual  admiffion,  that  the  merit  of  the  prefent 
cafe  hinged  and  depended  on  that  of  1 782,  and  thofe  letters — an 
i<iea  which,  as  he  deprecated,  he  determined  to  refift  in  limine^  and 
bad  therefore  fet  his  face  againft  the  motion  for  thofe  papers,  and 
was  convinced  that  he  was  fu{^rtcd  in  it  by  the  cordial  fenti- 
ments  and  genuine  opinioi>  of  the  Houfe.  He  muft,  he  faid,  notice 
one  obfervarion,  however,  which  had  fallen  from  an  honourable 
gentleman  (Mr.  Grey),  namely,  **  That  as  the  letters  were  not  pro- 
duced in  form,  he  (Mr.  Grey)  would,  in  imitation  of  the  pradlice 
of  the  Courts  of  Law,  deny  the  authenticity  of  them,  and  fay  they 
were  fabricated  forgeries."  Such  terms  might  probably  be  ufed— 
^e,  for  his  part,  doubted  whether  they  would  not  be  reprobated  for 
their  coarfenefs,  even  in  a  Court  of  Law ;  but  he  b^ged  leave  to 
remind  the  honourable  gentleman  for  his  inftruAion,  that  he  was 
then  in  a  Court  of  Parliament,  and  that  his  language  was,  to  fay 
no  worfe  of  it,  more  adapted  to  an  Advocate  at  Law  than  a  Mem- 
kr  of  Parliament.  As  to  the  authenticity  of  the  letters,  and  the 
fidelity  with  which  they  had  been  cited,  he  was  fure,  that,  what- 
ever gentlemen  might  infinuate  to  the  contrary,  they  muft  have  the 

G  % 
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means  of  judging  within  themfelvcs.— •"  If  they  had  the  opportu- 
nity to  count  the  letters,  might  they  not  poflibly  (faid  he)   have  the 
curiofity  to  read  them  alfo?  or  have  the  gentlemen,  by  feme,  of 
thofe  miraculous  contingencies  that  exift  more  in  the  wide  region  of 
imagination  than  in  the  narrow  limits  of  fa<9:,  met  a  lift  of  the 
letters,  by  which  tliey  were  enabled  to  difcover  the  number,  but 
not  the  contents  ? — I,  for  my  part,  doubt  it,  and  muft  apply  this 
plain  and  fimple  folution  to  the  queftion,  that  they  will  not  know 
the  contents,  becaufe  they  are  convinced  that  they  make  againft 
them,  and  their  arguments."     At  all  events,  fuch  obfervations  as 
he  had  juft  alluded  to  were  irregular,  indecent,  and  unparliamen- 
tary, and  recoiled  with  tenfold  force  on  thofe  who  ufed  them.      If, 
however,  any  gentleman  ftill  conceived  that  the  letters  were  with- 
held from  any  other  motive  than  that  which  he  had  already  ftated, 
he  would  tell  fuch  gentleman,  that  though  he  would,  fo  far  as  his 
voice  went,  oppofe  their  being  laid  on  the  table,  he  would  anfwer 
for  it,  that  there  was  no  obftruction  to  their  reading  them  in  the 
proper  oiEce,  and  drawing  any  aYgument  they  could  from  the  con- 
tents of  them— and  the  replies  too,  if  any  there  were,  though  the 
latter  he  had  never  been  able  to  find.      He  therefore  hoped  that  no 
concealment  could  be  attributed  to  Minifters,  and  that  the  Houfe 
would  think,  that  refting  the  argument  on  them  was  irrational  and 
unparliamentary.      It  had  been  afferted,  as  a  ftriking  difference  be- 
tween the  cafe  of  1782  and  that  of  the  prefent  day>  that  the  former 
was  to  be  attended  with  no  expence.     Unfortunately  for  that  part 
of  the  argument,  the  honourable  gentleman  had  on  a  former  night 
faid,  that  though  tliere  was  no  levy  money  to  be  paid,  the  men 
were  to  be  remunerated  for  their  lofs  of  time.     There  was  there- 
fore fo  far  an  expcnce  ;  and,  in  arguing  on  principles,  an  admiffion 
of  an  infradtion  in  part,  amounts  to  an  admiflion  that  it  is  broken 
in  the  whole.     The  diftinftions  of  the  noble  Lord  (Wycombe)  all 
went,  he  faid,  to  the  mode  of  executing  the  meafure,  but  not  to 
the  true  conftitutional  point ;  for  while  he  reprobated  the  fubfcribing 
for  an  army,  he  approved  of  raifing  fubfcriptions  for  (hips,  gave  a 
number  of  ca(es  which  liad  been  already  mentioned  in  point  by  his 
learned  friend  (the  Attorney  General),  and  had  added  his  contri- 
bution alfo,  by  dating  an  additional  inflance  of  the  fubfcription  iox 
encountering  the  Spanilh  Armada— for  which  laft  inftance  of  his 
favour  he  begged  the  noble  Lord  would  accept  his  thanks ;  but 
while  he  conceived  fo  much  to  be  due  to  the  noble  Lord's  polite- 
nefsi,  he  thought  it  was  equally  due  to  truth  to  fay,  that  the  noble 
Lord's  diftinftion  between  tlie  fubfcribing  for  a  navy  and  an  army 
was  do^vnright  fubtlety,  mere  fallacious  Cafuiftry,  too  iiimfily  co* 
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vered  too,  to  efcape  deteAion  even  from  die  wcakcft  difccmmcnt- 
"  For,  firft,  (faid  he)  he  ftatcs,  that  all  voluntary  contributions 
are  illegal ;  yet  admits  that  for  a  navy  they  would  be  juftifiable— 
here  then  ends  the  great  abftra6l  principle.  But  then  die  fubfcrip- 
tion,  not  illegal  per  fr^  is  vitiated  by  its  being  for  an  army — that 
is  to  fay,  die  endsy  not  the  means ^  vitiated  die  mcafurc.  And  in 
the  next  breath  the  noble  Lord  contends,  that  the  cafe  of  1794. 
was  adverfe  to  the  laws  aryl  Conftitution,  while  that  in  1782  was 
perfedly  leg^,  becaufc  the  fame  means  (voluntar)'  contributions) 
were  not  purfued,  though  die  end  was  the  fame,  namely,  to  raife 
an  army,  and  thus  the  fimple  h&  of  raifing  an  arm.y  in  1794,  is 
to  be  the  deftruftion  of  that  Conftitution,  and  the  ruin  of  the  no- 
bleft  fabric  which  the  wifdom  of  man  has  ever  raifcd — but,  in 
1782,  was  fo  laudable,  fo  legal,  and  fo  confiitutional,  as  to  be  held 
up  in  contrail  to  the  mifchievous  confequences  tlireatened  by  the 
prefent  meafure." 

Having  ftatcd  the  fallacy  and  abfurditj*  of  this  mode  of  rcafonin^, 
he  proceeded  to  (hew,  that  though  die  Earl  of  Shelburnc's  Circular 
Letter  was  alledged  by  gentlemen  to  have  excluded  all  idea  of  fub- 
fcriptioa,  it  was  not  fo  underftood  through  the  country-«-thc  county 
of  Suffex,  which  had  by  public  f^ibfcription  r^ifed  and  fupported  a 
lai^e  military  force  in  1779,   1780,  and  1781,  immediately  on 
receiving  that  letter,  and  diinking  it  to  imply  a  dcfire  of  fubfcripdony , 
fet  on  foot  contributions  in  confequence  of  it  \  and  adlually  raifed 
and  grafted  on  her  former  eftablilhment  no  lefs  than  three  additional 
companies.      Here  then,  he  faid,  was,  according  to  the  principles 
now  maintained  by  the  very  gentlemen  at  that  time  in  power,  a 
manifdl  violation  of  the  Confldtution*— Why  did  they  not  dien  re- 
fift  it  ?  why  not  make  It  a  fubjedt  of  parliamentary  rnvcfligation  ? 
And  what,  he  demanded  to  know,  was  fo  properly  an  obje£t  of 
their  jealoufy,  as  an  illegal  and  unconftitutional  adl,  committed  on 
the  footing  and  authority'  of  their  own  letter  ?  They  Ihould  have 
ftcpped  forward,  and  faved  their  country  from  the  impending  ruin- 
But  did  they  do  fo  ? — »No  !  They  knew  the  mcafure  was  legal, 
confiitutional,  and  falutary, — although,  unfortunately  for  the  credit 
of  their  politics,  their  fentiments  changed  with  their  fituations,  and 
they  now  thought  it  illegal, '  unconftitutional,  and  mifchievous !  I 
He  then  proceeded  to  (hew,  that,  taking  them  in  a  legal  point  of 
view,  contributions  were  equally  juftifiable ;  and  he  eftablifhed  it 
by  a  variety  of  the  moft  indubitable  authorities.     In  the  year  174^, 
he  faid,  this  very  point  was  called  in  queftion,  and  decided  unequi- 
vocally by  Lord  Hardwicke.     On  that  occafion,  many  great  men 
wifed  regiments  at  their  own  expence ;  and  he  wiflied  to  know 
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who  that  man  was  that  would  be  fo  reglrdlcfs  of  reputation  as  ta 
f.fy,  that  great  men  might  legally,  and  with  fafety  to  the  Conftitu- 
tion,  faWcribe,  and  that  three  or  four  hundred  yeomen  fho«ld  not  ? 
Gentlemen  had  faid,  that  if  contiibutions  were  purely  fpontancous, 
they  were  legal ;  but  if  made  on  the  folicitation  of  Government,  not 
fo.     To  the  fpirit  and  principle  of  this  diftin(Sion,  he  avowed  that 
he  would  never  a  (Tent :  but  taking  for  granted  that  it  was  fo,  no 
ildll  or  ingenuity  could  refcue  the  cafe  of  1782  from  coming  under 
that  anathema  ;  for  he  would  maintain  that  the  letter  of  the  Secre- 
tary, and  the  plans  inclofed  in  it,  contained  in  them  a  folicitation 
which  in  1794  would  be  called  a  mandate.     He  reminded  the 
Houfe,  that  in  the  year  I759,>  the  city  of  London  entered  into 
l^rge  fubfcriptions.     The  county  of  Hants,  by  a  fubfcription,  of 
which  he  ha^  then  a  lift  in  his  poffelfion,  raifed  800  men — The 
Minifters  of  that  day  returned  thanks  in  die  King's  name  to  the 
city  for  their  contribution?  ;  and  he  put  it  to  the  fcnfe  and  candour 
of  the  Houfe  to  decide,  whether  the  very  avS  of  returning  thanks 
was  not  as  ftrong  a  fuggeftion  to  other  parts  to  do  the  fame,  as  any 
fpecific  invitation  from  Minifters  could  have  b^n  ?     Of  the  innu- 
merable inftances  in  which  contributions  had  been  folicited,   that  in 
1778,  he  faid,  was  the  only  one  that  met  with oppofition,  though, 
if>  the  whole  of  that  war,  it  was  praftifed  at  various  periods,  and 
divers  places. — He  here  defired  to  pay  the  tribute  juftly  due  to  the 
great  perfoqs  who  oppofed  tlie  meafure  of  1778,  (Mr.  Burke  and 
others) :  they  were  entitled  to  the  higheft  refpe6\ ;  but  yet  the  Houfe 
decided  againft  them,  and  left  the  point  eftabliflied  and  fanflioned 
by  Parliament.     But,  fuppofing  the  oppofition  had  Succeeded  then, 
it  would  not  go  to  vitiate  the  prefent  meafure  ;  it  being,  of  all  other 
cafes,  the  leaft  analc^us  to  it-^for  the  fubfcription  of  that  day  was 
to  fuch  purpofes  as  the  King  fhould  think  proper  to  direft,  wherea$ 
that  at  prefent  propofed  was  to  be  applied  by  parliament  to  a  parti- 
cular objed.     Since  that  period  too,  viz.  in  1779,  1780,  1781, 
many  inftances  had  occurred  of  a  fimilar  kind  ;  and  he  maintained 
that  it  was  prefumption  amounting  to  proof,  that  the  acquiefcencc 
of  the  Houfe  in  all  thofe  inftances  up  to  178  2 ,  notwithftanding  the 
agitation  of  the  queftion  in  1778,  arofe  from  a  convidtion  of-  the 
legalicy,  and  the  ufefulnefs  of  the  meafure.      And  to  confirm  the 
Houfe  in  the  pofitions  he  had  laid  down,  he  faid  he  would  mention 
that  the  King's  Speech  in  1782,  referred  to  the  fubfcriptions,  and 
particularly  to  a  proffer  of  a  man  of  war  by  a  refpeftable  gentleman 
(now  Lord  Lonfdale)  ;  that  immediately  after  that,  there  appears  on 
the  Records  an  entry  of  a  motion  by  Alderman  Wilkes,  to  prevent 
contributions  j  and  that,  notwithftanding  all  thofe  circumftanccs, 
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an  addrefs,  C3tprcfling  the  affcnt  and  appprobation  of  the  Houfc  on 
that  fubjc6l  was  voted  without  a  diffenticnt  voice :  fo  that  on  the 
whole,  it  was  juftified  by  precedent  ard  practice ;  and  as  to  the 
law,  not  one  word  appeared  on  the  ftatute  books  to  prevent  iubjc6ts 
fubfcribliig  for  legal  purpofes.     Gentlemen,  he  faid,  talked  loudly 
of  liberty,  while  they  feemed  to  be  moft  willing  to  encroach  on  it 
when  it  anfwered  their  own  purpofes.-— He  knew  that  a  portion  of 
individual  liberty  is  often  neceffarily  facrificed  for  the  general  good  ; 
but  it  muft  be  in  cafes  where  the  general  evil  would  be  greater  than 
the  individual. — But  in  the  prefent  cafe,  the  firft  liberty  of  the  fub- 
jedt,  the  right  of  difpofing  of  his  own  property,  was  attempted  to 
be  torn  from  him — ;- while  the  general  good  would  be  promoted  ty 
the  free  exercife  of  that  right,  and,  the  unreftraincd  enjoyment  of 
that  liberty.     He  then  adverted  to  the  ftatutcs  againft  Benevolence s^ 
and  fhewed  that  they  were  really  ftatutes  againft  exa6lions — ^Thc 
people  had  been  comix^Ued  to  contribute,  and  Exchequer  compulf  jry 
procefs  ifTued  againft  them,  to  exadl  tliat  which  was  falfcly  deno- 
minated a  free-will  offering.      It  had  been  faid,  tliat  voluntary  con- 
tributions intrenched  on  the  great  principle,  *^  that  the  Houfc  of 
Commons  were  the  guardians  of  the  public  purfe." — But  how  diJ 
this  principle  truly  ftand  ?   How  were  they  the  guardians  of  th« 
public  purfe  ? — In  this  fenfe,  that  no  power  but  Parliament  could 
take  money  from  any  without  the  confcnt  of  the  individual — But  it 
was  a  forced  affumption  to  fay,  that  individuals  had  not  a  right  to 
give  their  own  money  for  legal  purpofes.     That  dominion  which 
the  Conimons  exclnfivcly  potfeffed  over  the  general  wealth  of  the 
nadon,  was  a  wife  proviiion  to  render  the  Executive  Government 
dependent  on  Parliament,  and  by  that  means  indircdly  rcfponfiblc 
for  the  juft  difcharge  of  their  office  :  but  the  fat£l  was,  that  in  num- 
berlefs  inftances,  that  abftravft  right  had  been  often  intrenched  upon, 
and  yet  it  never  tended  to  raife  apprehenfions  in  any  man-      It  was 
indeed,  he  thought,  a  ftrange,  a  chimerical  mode  of  fpeaking,  to 
fay,  that  at  the  moment  when  every  thing  in  the  circumftances  of 
the  times  tended  to  pufh  people  to  oppofite  motives  of  action,  that 
they  wcpe  likely  to  make  tlie  King  independent,  and  that  they  would 
confpire  for  the  dcftruftion  of  themfeWes,  their  property,  and  their 
Conftitution.      The  Navy  and  Army  Eftablifhments,  he  obfcrvcd, 
in  ordinary,  amounted  to  four  millions  annually — In  time  of  war 
much  more  was  added — Yet  while  gentlemen  argued  that  the  fub- 
fcriptions  muft,  be  inconfiderablc,  and  inadequate  to  any  material 
purpofe,  the  general  tenor  of  their  argument  led  to  the  fuppofition, 
that  the  voluntary  contributions  polTiblo  to  be  i-aifed  would  be  fuf- 
ficicnt  to  fumifli,  not  oply  the  OrdinaTJeS;  hut  the  Extraordioarics 
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*alfo,  immenfe  as  they  w^re — a  fuppofiticn  fo  abfurd,  that  it  fhould 
ferv'e  to  excite  pity  and  laughter  rather  than  any  ferious  confidera- 
tipn.-r- Cafes  which,  though  extreme,  are  yet  not  phylicaily  impof- 
fible,  might  be  brought  forward  ad  infiniiumy  in  order  to  extinguifli 
all  thofe  principles  of  a<ftion  which  arife  from  experience  and  proba- 
bility.   Ag^inft  fuch  extreme  cafes  there  was  no  guard  but  the  great 
improbability  of  their  ever  occurring  ;  but  what  power,   that  even 
imagination  could  conceive,   would  be  fafe,   if  that  principle  of 
fufpicion  (hould  be  indulged  to  a  degree  to  which  art  and  ingenuity 
might  ftrain.it  ?   *'  We  have  already  fcen  that  which  prad^ice  and 
experience  has  afcertained  to  be  fafe :  why  then  (hould  men  rack  their 
brains,  and  fit  in  their  clofets,  to  form  fyftems,  which  have  already 
led  to  efFeds  in  pradice  fo  horrible  that  language  is  too  imperfed 
to  exprefs  them  ?  The  real  fource  of  all  this  evil  is  the  vain  and 
falfe  philofophy  of  late  fprung  up,  which  refers  all  things  to  theorj% 
nothing  to  pradice — which  rejeds  experience,  and  brings  the  prin- 
ciples of  fcience  to  things  capable  of  receiving  them — v/hich  fubfti- 
tutes  vifionary  hypothefes  for  the  folid  tcft  of  experiment,  and  be- 
wilders the  human  mind  in  a  maze  of  opinions,  when  it  (hould  be 
employed  in  dircding  to  adion — and  which  would  proceed,  as  it 
were,  ferjaltum^  from  the  indulgencies  of  theoretical  fyftems  to  the 
execution  of  them  ;  but  the  difference  is  wide,  indeed,  between  the 
pradice  and  the  imaginary  point  to  which  thofe  Alarmifts  would 
carry  things :  that  pedant  politician  who  thinks  to  make  a  political 
machine  perfed  in  all  its  parts,  and  regular  in  all  its  movements, 
thinks  of  that  which  can  exift  only  in  the  imagination ;  the  various 
checks  and  counter-checks  by  which  he  might  hope  to  regulate  its 
motions  and  corred  its  aberrations,  would  ferve  only  to  clog  its 
jnovements,  impede/its  progrefs,  and  overload  it  with  difficulties." 
Bat,  in  fome  refpeds,  he  was  governed  in  the  prefcnt  meafure  by 
a  principle  of  another  kind.     He  faid,  that  in  contemplating  the 
benefits  likely  to  refult  from  it,  he  could  not  help  confidering  what 
fentiments  it  proclaimed,  and  what  efFeds  it  would  have  on  the 
minds  and  opinions  of  the  world  ;  and  though  it  had  been  argued 
that  it  would  tend  to  mark  men  out,  and  raife  invidious  diftindions 
in  fociety,  he  would  fay,  that  if  it  fervcd  the  purpofe  of  adual 
defence  on  the  oiie  hand,  or  of  intimidating  and  overawing  the 
enemy  on  the  other,  and  bafBing  their  plans,  it  was  not  to  be  rejeded 
becaufe  fome  perfons  were  lefs  alive  than  others  to  the  good  of  the 
country  ;  and  though  one  honourable  gentleman  had  faid  he  would 
not  fubfcribe,  and  another  had  handfomely  faid  he  would  not  give  a 
doit !  he  hoped  the  number  who  were  not  alive  to  the  interefts  of 
]thcir  country  would  be  found  to  be  but  very  few  indeed.     He  fsidi 
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that  an  adi  merely  VDluntaiy,  having  the  fandlion  of  Psirlianient> 
mixed  the  zeal  and  warmth  of  individual  iiiU  with  the  power  of^ 
legal  authority,  and  gave  an  energy  whidh  no  law  could  do.  in- 
dividual zcali  he  faid,  went  beyond  legal  authority — And  now, 
when  the  avowed  enemies  of  the  country  abroad,  and  the  latent 
enemies  who  lurk  at  home  in  her  bofom,  have  wifhed  to  draw  a  line 
between  the  legidature  and  the  people,  it  was  more  peculiarly  im- 
portant a^  to  the  impreflfions  it  muft  make  at  home  and  abroad,  and 
would  teach  that  enemy  who  had  contributed  to  the  fuppprt  of  their 
ufurped  authority,  by  reprefenting  that  their  armies,  on  landing  in 
and  invading  England,  would  be  joined  by  a  laige  portion  of  the 
people,  that  <hat  people  are,  with  few,  very  few  exceptions  indeed, 
asloyal  to  their  fovereign,  and  attached  to  their  Condituticn,  as 
they  are  brave,  and  determined  to  repel  the  encroachments  of  a  per- 
fidious, fanguinary  enemy.  For  what,  he  demanded,  was  fo  likely 
to  put  an  end  to  thofe  menaces  and  infults,  as  to  fee  individual  ex- 
ertion fuccouring  and  outrunning  the  voice  and  efforts  of  Parliament? 

Mr.  FRANCIS,  in  explanation,  faid,  t%t  the  right  honourable 
gentleman,^  to  ^ve  a  little  colour  to  his  argument,  had  been  forced 
to  change  the  terms  of  the  Bill  of  Rights,  and  to  fay  that  money 
might  be  fo  raifed,  with  the  confeilt  of  Parliament.  But  confent 
was  only  a  general,  popular  expreflion;  whereas  tlic  word  grant, 
the  only  one  ufed  in  the  BUI  of  Rights,  was  a  ftridt,  technical, 
parliamentary  term,  in  whicn  the  fpecific  amount,  the -time,  and 
^e  manner>  were  invariably  included.  As  to  any  contemptuous 
gcftures  or  exprcffions,  which  the  right  honourable  gentleman  faid 
he  did  not  mean  to  apply  to  the  Bill  of  Rights,  Mr.  Francis  faid, 
he  ftiould*  make  but  one  obfervation ;  that  the  Minifter  was,  in 
feme  fort,  a  privileged  perfon  in  that  Houfe,  and  that  he,  of  all 
men,  (hould  be  moft  careful  not  to  abufo  his  privileges.  Mr.  Fran- 
cis concluded,  with  appealing  to  the  Houfe,  whether  the  flight  con- 
veyed in  the  behaviour  he  alluded  to,  was  not  expreffed  before  the 
right  hoQQurable  gentleman  heard  one  word  from  him  on  tlie  fubjeft* 
He  had  flighted  his  opinion  before  he  knew  it ;  but  it  was  utterly. 
out  of  his  power  to  anfwer  him,    nor  had  he  attempted  it. 

Mr.  FOX  faid,  he  could  not  conceive  why  the  right  honourable 
gcndcman  fliould  have  thought  it  neceflary  to  go  fo  much  into  the 
bufmefs  on  the  third  reading  of  the  bill,  having  faid  fo  little  upon  it 
Wore,  unlefs  it  wasf  becaufe  he  faw  that  the  mcafurc  was  not  adop- 
W,  in  various  parts  of  the  country,  with  fuch  eagernefs  as  he  ex- 
pefted.  If  the  right  honourable  gentleman's  fpcech  was  meant  a&  a 
pufF  for  the  fubfcriptions,  it  was  well  adapted  to  its  end  ;  if  it  was 
nicant  as  argument  to  perfuadc  a  Houfe  of  Parliament  that  fuch  fub- 
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fcriptions  were  cdniHtutional  and  leg^l,  nothing  could  be  more  impo- 
tent and  inconclufivc.  The  right  honourable' gentleman  faid  k  was 
right  to  afford  men  an  opportunity  of  fliewing  their  opinions,  and  to 
convince  the  enemy  that  the  war  was  not  a  war  undertaken  and  pro- 
fecuted  by  the  Englifh  Government,  but  by  the  EngUfh  people. 
This,  which  the  right  honourable  gentleman  ftated  as  an  advantage, 
was  one  of  the  mod  material  objeftions  to  the  meafurc.  Under  fuch 
circumftanccs  as  the  country  was  now  faid  to  be,  a  Statefman,  far 
from  fceking  opportunities  of  exafperating  oppofite  opinions  by  forcing 
them  into  collifion,  would  endeavour  to  foften  and  conciliate.  No 
man,  after  being  told  that  the  fubfcriptions  were  propofed  as  the 
teft  of  his  opinion,  could  be  imagined  to  feel  fubfcribing  or  not  fub- 
fcribing  as  a  matter  of  indifference.  .  He  moft  know  that,  if  he  did 
riot  rj^fcribe,  he  was  to  be  held,  in  the  eftimation  of  at  leaft  a  verv 
powerful  part  of  his  fellow  citizens,  as  entertaining  opinions  of  the 
rhoft  fiiocking  tendency.  It  was  faid  that  from  a  voluntary  fub- 
fcrrption  there  could  be  no  ground  for  apprehenfion,  becaufe  if  the 
people  fufpefted  that  %  might  be  emplojxd  againft  their  liberties^ 
they  would  not  fubfcnbe ;  and  if  they  did  fubfcribe,  the  deluded 
people  of  France  muft  fee  the  falfehood  of  what  tlicir  rulers  were 
daily  telling  them,  that  the  Englifh  Government,  not  the  Englifli 
rtation,  were  their  enemies.  He  was  foi  iry  to  fee,,  that,  for  a  confi- 
derable  time  pafl,  not  the  Englifh  Government,  but  the  Englifh 
nation,  had  been  held  out  as  the  objetS  of  abhorrence  to  the  people 
of  France.  But  fuppoling  the  cafe  to  be  othcn^  ife,  the  rebels  of 
France  would  fay  to  the  people,  **  Mark  the  number  of  "the  fub- 
fcribers  in  England  ;  they  are  the  only  perfons  who  are  avcrfe  to  our 
principles,  all  the  reft  of  the  Englifh  are  obvioufly  our  friend^."— 
All  this  arofe  from  the  mifchievous  diftindion  attempted  to  be  made 
between  the  rich  and  the  poor  \  claffes  of  men  who  were  taught  to- 
believe  that  they  had  fcparate'  and  even  oppofite  interefls  in  fociety, 
while  their  true  intcrefls  were  one  and  the  fame.  What  was  the 
common  language  of  the  French?  That  the  rich  only  wei«  their 
enemies,  the' poor  all  their  friends.  Would  not  the  fubferiptions^ 
inflame  all  this  language  ;  and  enable  them  to  fay,  **  Tlic  rich  only^, 
and  perfons  conneded  widi  Government,  will  contribute  to  the  de- 
fence of  the  country  ;  all  the  reft  of  the  people  are  ready  to  receive 
us  wich  open  arms."  But  the  meafure  would  not  even  mark  the 
diftindion  which  Miniflers  pretended  to  expcft  from  it*  Many  per- 
fons, as  zealous  for  the  war  as  Minifters  themfelves,  might  obje6t 
to  fubfcriptions  on'the  recommendation  of  the  Crown,  as  unconltitu- 
tional ;  many,  who,  with  him,  tliought  the  war  unneccflkiy  and 
imj  olitic,  would  do  fo  too ;  and  yet  Miniflcrs  knew  that  both  defcrip- 
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dons  would  be  as  ready  to  oppofe  a  foreign  invafion  as  Miniftcrs 
fhemfelves.  In  1778,  when  voluntary  fubfcriptions  were  oppofcd» 
were  not  France  and  Spain  on  the  point  of  declaring  war  r  Was  any 
man  fuppofed  to  oppofe  them  becaufe  he  wifticd  the  country  to  be 
invaded  by  France  ?  What  Engliihnnan  did  not  as  much  abhor  an 
invafion  of  his  coUhtry  by  Lcuis  XVI.,  great  as  tlie  moderation 
and  the  \irtues  of  that  Monarch  were,  as  by  Roberfpicrre  and  Dan- 
ton  ?  Were  Marcus  Aurclius  to  revive  from  the  deac',  who  would 
not  fubfcribe,  if  neceflary,  to  oppofe  any  invafion  by  his  arms  ?  The 
queftion  was  not  who  was  the  invader ;  the  refiftance  was  made  to  a 
foreign  foe.  The  right  honourable  gentleman  had  enlarged  on  the 
impoffibility  of  arriving  at  perfe<flion,  a  |X)Gtion  of  which  molt  of 
his  hearers  were  probably  convinced  before.  The  exertions  of  hu- 
man creatures  were  not  to  attain  perfection,  but  to  come  as  near  it 
as  they  could.  But  how  did  this  apply  ?  Thofc  who  thought  with 
him,  contended  only  that  calling  for  voluntar)'  fubfcriptions  was  a  pre- 
rogative which  the  Crown  did  not  poffefs ;  while  thofc  who  took  the 
other  fide  faid  the  King  muft  poffefs  the  prerogative  becaufe  human 
inffitutions  could  not  be  perfect.  In  what  refpe<5t  would  denying 
this  prerogative  clog  the  wheels  of  Goveniqient  r  could  any  inftancc 
be  pointed  out  in  which  the  country  would  fuffer  if  fudi  a  preroga- 
tive did  not  exift  ?  But  then,  it  was  faid,  a  prerogative  tliat  can 
do  no  good  can  do  no  harm.  The  prerogative  in  qucltion  might  be 
efficient  for  mifchief  to  the  countr}%  but  never  for  good.  While  rto 
danger  was  apprehended  to  the  Conftitution  at  home,  men's  confi- 
dence in  Parliament  for  providing  for  the  defence  of  tlie  country 
againft  danger  from  abroad,  would  make  them  think  it  unncccffary 
to  be  eager  in  coming  forward  with  individual  fubfcriptions  \  but  for 
purpofes  of  mifchief  tending  to  fubvert  the  Conftitution,  in  which 
niany  might  be  intercfted,  and  for  which  Parliament  would  not  pro- 
vide, individual  fubfcriptions  might  be  large  and  dangerous.  He 
difdained  the  defence  fet  up  by  the  right  honourable  gentleman  for 
the  proceeding  .in  1782.  Rather  than  defend  it  on  fuch  gmunds, 
he  would  frankly  own  that  it  was  inconfiftcnt  with  the  opinion  he 
held  in  1778.  In  the  letter  of  the  Secretary  of  State  on  that 
occaiion,  he  faw  nothing  analogous  to  the  requeft  for  private  fubfcrip- 
tions. It  did  not  even  contain  an  allufion  to  any  fubfequent  appli- 
cation to  Parliament ;  a  clear  proof  that  it  was  not  meant  to  convey 
sny  requeft  for  raifing  money.  If  he  had  been  capable  of  erring  on 
that  occafion,  the  other  Members  of  die  Cabinet,  and  the  Marquis 
of  Rockingham  who  was  at  the  head  of  it,  a  man  whom,  both  on  ac- 
count of  his  public  charadter  and  his  pTivate  worth,  he  could  never 
ffifntion  but  with  reverence  and  affcdion,  would  not  have  fuffcred 
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it.  The  tpeafure  now  adopted  was  inconfiftent  with  that  of  1782, 
SIS  was  the  nieafure  of  1778;  and  thofe  who  had  oppofed  the  fub-r 
fcription  of  1778,  and  fupported  the  prcfent,  were  the  perfons  to 
whom  the  charge  of  inconfiftency  applied.  His  having  fufFered  the 
jiddrefs  of  Dtcemher,  1782,  in  anfwer  to  a  fpcech  from  the  Throne, 
alluding  to  fubfcriptions  entered  into  after  he  was  out  of  Adminiflrar 
tion,  to  pafs  nem.  con.  was  no  reafon  for  faying  that  he  approved  of 
thofe  fubfcriptions.  A  right  honourable  gentleman,  (Mr.  Eurke) 
in  terms  the  moil  eloquent  and  fplendid,  objedled  to  almoft.  every 
part  of  that  fpeech,  and  yet  fuffered  the  addrcfs  to  pafs  without  mov- 
ing an  amendment.  The  anfwers  to  the  letter  from  the  Secretary 
pf  State  of  1782  he  had  no  means  of  feeing,  althbugh  they  were 
conftantly  made  the  ground  of  argument  againft  him.  It  was  of 
little  confequence  to  be  told,  that  they  were  not  referred  to  as  proofsi 
of  inconfiftcncy,  for  unlefs  he  could  fay,  with  fome  other  gentlemen, 
that  he  thought  one  way  then,  and  another  way  now,  the  arguments 
built  upon  them  could  prove  nothing  but  inconfiftenc}%  The  right 
honourable  gentleman  who  had  refufed  to  produce  them  for  the  in- 
formation of  the  Houfcji  had  now  offered  to  fhcw  as  many  of  them 
as  he  could.  He  regretted  that  the  offer  was  mad^  juft  at  the  time 
•when  a  difcufTion  upon  them  was  likely  to  be  at  an  end.  He  fhduld 
have  thought  that  the  right  honourable  gentleman  who  warned  an 
Officer  (Sir  James  Murray)  not  to  give  any  information  to  the  Houfe 
unlefs  called  for  by  a  vote,  would  have  warned  his  learned  friend 
(the  Attorney  General)  againft  producing,  as  matter  of  argument,  pa- 
pers which  he  could  not  fuffer  to  be  laid  before  the  Houfe  as  matter 
of  information.  The  attempts  now  made  to  prove  him  inconfiftent 
were  highly  flattering :  for  what  could  be  more  flattering  than  to  reft 
the  defence  of  a  meafure  almoft  entirely  on  fome  opinion  that  he  wa^ 
fuppofed  to  have  entertained  twelve  years  ago  ?  In*  i  78  2  the  whole 
meafure  proceeded  upon  a  principle  in  which  he  and  the  noble  Lord 
(Shelbume,)  then  Secretary  of  State,  agreed,  however  tiiey  might 
,  differ  on  other  points,  viz.  that  the  people  had  a  right  to  arm  in  their 
own  defence,  without  the  orders  of  Governmcnti  On  that  occa- 
lion  no  man  was  called  upon  for  money  \  the  expence,  whatever  it 
might  be,  either  in  arms  or  in  time,  was  to  be  paid  by  Government. 
On  the  prefent,  money  was  the  only  thing  afked  for.  He  undertook 
not  to  maintain  the  legality  of  giving  fhips  to  the  Crown  by  fubfcrip- 
tion,  although  of  that,  as  a  noble  Lord  (Wycombe)  had  truly  faid, 
the  danger  was  fmall,  becaufe  fhlps  could  not  be  manned  without 
money.  In  the  prefent  inftance  an  army  was  to  be  levied  by  the 
King  with  money  given  him  without  the  confent  of  Parliament.  If 
^e  meafure  of  1782  was  fimilar  to  this,  it  was  (b-^nge  that  thofe 
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who  difapprovcd  of  the  fubfcriptions  in  1 778,  (iKntld  not  have  told 
him  of  it  at  the  time.      If  it  was  true,  as  contended  for,  that  the 
King  had  the  prercgntive  of  landing  foreign  trix)ps,  he  might  now 
get  nloncy  to  pay  thofe  troops  by  voluntary  contributions.    The  fund 
would  probably  laft  for  a  very  Ihort  time  ;  but  when  the  troops  were 
landed,  and  fo  paid  for  any  given  time,  he  (hould  be  glad  to  know 
how  long  the  fubfcriptions  would  be  voluntnr)'  r   Men  who  refufcJ 
tofubfcribe  would  then  be  marked  in  a  very  diiferent  wav  from  that 
in  which  it  was  now  fuppofcd  they  would  be  marked.     Tliat  fuch 
power  could  not  exift  in  a  free  Conftitution,  it  was  eafy  to  maintain 
in  defiance  of  all  precedents.      He  proceeded  to  examine  the  fevcral 
precedents  ;  and  ihewed  clearly  that  they  did  not  apply  ;  he  obfcrvcd 
that  thofe  who  thou^t  the  degree  to  which  a  principle  was  carried 
in  politics  to  be  every  thing,  ought  to  fee  the  neceirity  of  watchir^g 
and  refilling  the  very  firft  degree  from  the  inanncr  in  wliich  things 
inconfiderable  in  themfclves  were  drawn  into  precedent.     An  inva- 
fion  by  the  French,  as  he  had  uefore  faid,  was  equal  in  all  pofliblc 
cafes.     It  was  a  tiling  which  every  man  muft  refill,  not  only  with 
his  property  but  his  life  ;  and  what  greater  peril  could  be  ilated  ? 
No  man  could  now  be  faid  to  rcfufc  fubfcriptions  upon  the  fame 
grounds  as  certain  perfons  were  fuppofed  to  have  done  in  1745. 
Then  it  might  be  poffible,  although  he  did  not  know  it  to  be  fo, 
that  fome  perfons  might  feel  themfelves  in  fuch  a  fituation,  as  to 
think  they  could  be  bettered  by  reftoring  the  Houfe  of  Stuart  to  the 
Tlirone.     Was  there  a  man  in  that  Houfe  who  could  be  bettered  by 
a  fuccefsftil  invafion  of  the  French,  who,  under  fuch  a  calamity 
pould  even  hope  to  be  fafe  ?  Thofe  who  were  the  moft  apt  to  throw 
out  the  infinuation  did  not  themfelves  believe  it,  becaufe  they  knew 
it  to  be  impoffible.     The  right  honourable  gentleman  faid  the  fub- 
fcriptions were  defirable,  in  as  much  as  they  would  draw  forth  men'» 
opinions.     Would  he  fay,  as  a  man  of  honour,  that  he  believed  any 
perfon  who  refufed  to  fubfcribe  liad  a  French  ticket  of  civifm  in  his 
pcxrket,  or  held  a  French  invafion  in  Icfs  abliorrence  than  he  did 
himfelf  r  Here  then  was  a  new  obje*!^ion,  viz.  that  people  might  fed 
themfelves  forced  to  fubfcribe  under  a  menace  of  the  fevered  kind,- 
namely,  a  menace  to  their  reputation  as  good  citizens.      Under  all 
thefc  objedions,  and  finding  it  not  relied  upon  as  a  meafure  of  fi- 
nance, for  the  right  honourable  gentleman  had  owned  that  he  ex- 
pcfted  little  frofn  it,  he  muft  perfift  in  his  oppofition. 

Mr.  Chancellor  PITT  faid,  he  had  only  argued  that  the  right 
honourable  gentleman,  moved  no  amendment  in  the  addrefs  of  De- 
cember, 1782,  and  therefore  muft  be  underf^ood  as  not  having 
^ilapprovcd  of  the  fubfcriptions  alluded  to  in  the  fpeech.     In  proof 
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of  this,  he  read  an  extra£l  from  the  Journals.  He  had  not  recom- 
mended the  prefent  meafure  as  tentiing  to  mark  the  fentiments  and 
opinions  of  men,  but  as  tending  to  give  vent  to  the  general  volun- 
tary difpofition  of  the  countr)'.  He  had  made  no  diftinflion  betw^ecn 
the  rich  and  the  poor.  He  had  looked  at  large  to  the  fubfcriptiong 
of  the  one  and  the  perfonal  ferviqe  of  the  other. 

Mr.  FOX  faid,  the  extrafl  from  the  journals  proved  only  that 
there  had  been  fomc  debate  upon  the  occafion,  and  that  he  himfelf, 
in  particular,  although  he  moved  no  amendment,  had  ftated  tlie  fame 
opinion,  which  he  maintained  now. 

The  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  faid  the  oppofition  to  the 
meafure  feemed  to  him  intended  only  to  alarm  people,  as  if  there 
wxre  fome  intention  of  fubverting  the  Conftitution.  The  doftrine 
that  the  people  had  a  right  to  arm  themfclves  without  the  authority 
of  Government  was  the  moft  dangerous  he  had  ever  heard.  He 
entered  at  large  into  a  defence  of  voluntary  fubfcriptions,  w^hich  he 
faid  were  juflified  both  by  law  and  ancient  practice.  No  fubfcrip- 
tion  was  illegal,  unlefs  for  an  illegal  purpofe.  If  a  great  majority 
of  the  country  wifhed.  to  change  the  Conftitution,  a  rcfolution  of 
^Parliament  would  be  no  obftacle.  The  fuppofition  of  foreign 
troops  being  paid  by  voluntary  fubfcriptions,  was  as  impofiible  as - 
the  fuppofition  that  any  Member  of  that  Houfe  could  wifh  fuccefs 
to  a  French  invafion. 

Mr.  M.  A.  TAYLOR  faid,  he  could  affure  the  Houfe  that  ?t 
was  not  his  intention  to  detain  them  long,  and  therefore  he  hoped 
for  a  patient  hearing.  H^  was  ftrenuoufly  againft  all  fubfcriptions 
and  levies  of  money  from  die  fubjects,  as  gifts  to  the  Crown,  with- 
out the  fandlion  of  Parliament,  and  the  more  fo,  as  the  fums  (o 
raifcd  muft  be  at  the  difpofal  of  Government,  and  applied  in  any 
manner,  and  for  any  purpofe,  that  the  Minifters  of  tiie  Crown 
might  choofe.  He  noticed  what  had  been  faid  by  a  right  ho- 
nourable gentleman  about  thofc  who  had  the  efficient  means,  and 
did  not  fubfcribe,  as  being  what  he  called  marked  men.  He^  for 
one,  was  no  ways  afraid  of  any  threat  of  that  fort,  and  in  whatever 
fenfe  he  was  to  be  reckoned  a  marked  man,  he  would  always  do 
what  he  confidered  to  be  his  duty,  in  and  out  of  that  Houfe.  On 
the  prefent  occafion  he  would  not  heiitatc  to  fay,  that  he  not  only 
would  not  fubfcribe  himfelf,  but  he  would  advife  his  Conftitucnts, 
and  all  others  with  whom  he  had  any  influence,  not  to  fubfcribe, 
beCuufe  by  fo  doing  he  knew  he  was  adding  up  to  his  duty.  When 
the  right  honourable  gentleman  had  faid  fo  much  about  efficient 
means,  every  one  muft  have  reafon  to  think  that  he  would  come 
forward  (and  he  had  not  fo  bad  an  opinion  of  that  right  honouniblfr 
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gentleman  as  to  doubt  it,)  with  fiibfcribing  the  cmolumertts  he  de- 
rived from  the  Cinque  Ports,  and  his  other  domains  in  the  county 
of  Kent.  As  to  what  had  happened  in  1782,  however  it  might 
be  thought  totipply  to  feme  gentlemen,  it  certainly  could  not  to 
thofc  who  were  not  in  the  Houfc  at  the  time.  He  adverted  to  fomc 
infinuations  that  had  been  thrown  out  refpeding  his  legal  knowlc<!^ 
and  abih'ties  ;  but  there  had  been  times  when  the  fame  right  ho- 
nourable geiitleman  had  chofen  to  confult  him^  and  when  his  opi- 
nions were  found,  on  the  refult,  not  only  to  be  ftridly  legal,  but 
filch  as  he  was  obliged  to  come  into.  He  dwelt  particularly  oa 
the  Weftminfter  fcrutiny.  He  then  took  particular  notice  of  Mr. 
Windham's  conduft  and  arguments  at  a  county  meeting  held  at 
Nonvich,  which  went  dired^ly  againll  the  legalitj'  as  well  as  the  ex- 
pediency and  policy  of  the  mcafure. 

The  Speaker  then  put  the  qucftion,  "  That  this  bill  be  read  a 
third  time,"  wliich  paflcd — after  which, 

Mr.  Serjeant  ADAIR  rofe,  and  (aid,  Confcious  as  I  am.  Sir, 
how  little  claim  I  have  at  anv  time  to  be  honoured  vvith  the  attcn- 
tion  of  the  Houfe,  I  cannot  but  feel  myfclf  under  peculiar  difad- 
vantagc,  in  being  obliged  to  trefpafs  upon  their  patience,  wlien  I 
perceive  that  it  is  already  fatigued  and  worn  out ;  and  I  certainly 
ftould  not,  at  fuch  a  moment,  fubmit  a  new  jque(tion  to  their  con- 
fideration,  if  it  could  be  brought  forward  in  any  other  ftage  of  their 
proceedings.  One  benefit,  however,  I  fhall  derive  from  the  long 
debate  that  has  preceded  the  motion  which  I  rife  to  propofe,  that  it 
has  wholly  removed  one  obje£Hon  to  it,  as  tending  to  renew  die 
difeuffioa  of  a  legal  queftion,  on  which,  after  much  argument  on  a 
former  day,  the  Houfe  has  declined  giving  any  decided  opinion.— 
That  difcuffion  has  been  renewed  in  its  full  extent,  when  no  mo- 
tion of  mine  was  before  the  Houfe  ;  and  notwithflanding  the  lengths 
that  others  have  gone  in  that  argument,  I  fhall  certainly  adhere  to 
the  determination  I  ftated  when  I  gave  notice  of  my  intention'  that 
I  (hould  not  call  upon  the  Houfe  for  any  exprcfs  deciiion  on  the 
abftrad  queftion  of  law.  And  not  calling  upon  the  Houfe  to  de- 
cide it,  will  be  unneceifary  for  me  to  enter  much  into  the  argument, 
or  give  any  explicit  opinion  of  my  own. 

The  claufe,  Sir,  which  I  now  propofe  to  be  added  as  a  rider  to 
Ais  bill,  is  to  give  an  exprefs  authority  to  receive  voluntary  fub- 
fcriptions  for  the  purpofes  of  this  act,  and  to  diredt  the  application 
of  thofe  fubfcriptions,  without  any  preamble  declaring  the  law  one 
^ay  or  odier  upon  the  fubjevSV. 

Such  a  claufe  will  not  alter  or  affeS  the  law,  as  it  ftood  beforfl^ 
the  paffing  of  the  a<Sl  j  for   I  appeal  to  mj'  learned   friends  on  the 
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other  fide  of  the  Houfe,  whether  it  is  not  an  eftablifhcd  maxim,  that 
a  ftatute  made  in  the  afErmative,  does  hot  take  away  the  common 
law,  without  any  negative  expreffion. 

On  the  queftion  of  legal it\^,  theyc  has  undoubtedly  been  much 
difference  of  opinion.  The  leg-ility  of  fubfcriptioiis  for  any  publid 
furpcfe  whatevery  \yithout  the  fanftion  of  Parliament,  has,  on  one 
fide,  been  unqual'Jicdly  denied.  On  the  other  fide,  it  ha*  been  af- 
ferted  with  certain  qualifications  and  reftriftion^.  I  ttUft,  Sir^  that 
I  fliall  be  able  to  fatisfy  the  Houfe,  that  whether  the  tneafurc  in 
itfelfbe  legal  or  illegal,  the  claufe  in  queftion  is  neceflfary  and  ex- 
pedient. If  the  meafurc  is  in  itfelf  illegal,  there  can  be  no  room 
for  argument.  The  ncceflit}'  of  a  claufe  of  this  nature  is  felf  evi- 
dent, and  the  claufe  muft  either  be  adopted,  or  the  meafure  of  fub- 
fcriptioh  given  up.  I  fliall  therefore  prodeed,  otl  the  fuppofition 
tliat  the  meafure,  with  the  qualifications  annexed  to  it,  is  legal,  on 
which  ground  alone  there  is  'any  queftion  to  be  argi:cd,  and  fhew, 
that  even  on  that  fuppofition,  the  propofition  I  now  make,  if  not 
abfolutcly  neceffary,  is  at  leaft  expedient* 

That  the  guardianihip  of  the  public  purfe  Is  the  mt)ft  important 
privilege  and  facred  duty  of  this  Houfe,  no  man  will  ftand  up  to 
deny.  The  conftitution  of  this  country  has  entrufted  great  powers 
with  the  Executive  Government,  and  gives  high  prerogatives  to  the 
Crown.  In  my  opinion.  Sir,  thofe  prerogatives  have  been  wifely 
given,  and  thcfe  powers  moft  ufefully  entrufted*  It  is  no  mean 
advantao;e>  that  this  countrv  has  a  ftronger  Executive  Government 
than  any  other  free  countr)'  upon  earth.  For  fo  long  as  the  ftrength 
of  the  Executive  Power  is  properly  checked  and  balanced,  it  gives 
more  vigour  and  a*£^ivity  to  our  meafures,  more  energy  to  the  laws, 
more  firmnefs  arid  ftability  to  the  tranquillity  and  order  of  the  State, 
and  more  fure  and  efficient  proted^on  to  the  rights  and  liberties,  the 
property  and  fafety  of  the  people.  But  what  is  the  grand  weight 
which  balances,  the  check  which  controls,  thofe  powers,  and  ren- 
ders them  as  fafe  as  they  are  ufeful  to  the  public  weal  ?  Sir,  it  is  the 
poffeflion  of  the  public  purfe  exclufively,  and  jealoufiy  retained  by 
the  reprefentatives  of  the  people.  This,  Sif,  is  the  conflant  argu- 
ment, and  a  powerful  one  undoubtedly  it  is,  againft  all  obje6Hons 
to  the  King's  prerogative,  which  arc  drawn  from  the  poflTibilit)''  of 
abufe.  Money,  it  is  faid,  is  the  nerve  of  power  ;  without  money 
nothing  great  can  be  attempted,  and  money  can  only  be  had  tlirough 
the  intervention  of  the  Houfe  of  Commons. 

Is  it  alledged  that  the  acknowledged  prerogative  of  the  Crowny 
in  declaring  war,  may  be  injurious  to  the  State,  by  involving  us  in 
dangerous  and  unneccffary  contefts  ?  The  ready  anfwer  is,  that  the 
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fupplics  for  canying  it  on^  cantiot  be  bad,  unlefs  it  is  approved  bjr 
Parliament.  Is  tbe  queftion,  on  tlie  more  doubtful  and  obnoxious 
power  of  raifmg  troops,  in  time  of  w^r,  or.  bringing  foreign  foldiers. 
into  tbe  kingdom  ?  The  moment  it  is  faid  that  they  may  be  em* 
ployed  in  a  mariner  dangerous  to  the  liberties  of  the  people,  a  hun- 
dred voices  arc  heard  to  exclaim,  that  our  alarm  (s  groundlefs ;  for 
troops  will  not  z£k  without  being  paid,  and  not  a  IhilUng  can  be  had 
to  pay  them>  without  a  parliamentary  fan6lion; 

This  valuable  piivil^e,  which  is  the  voy  mainfpring  of  the 
conftitution,  has  been  maintained  by  this  Houfe  with  a  jealoufy  that 
bay  be  called  extreme.  So  fcrupulouily  has  it  been  aflcrt^>  even 
againft  another  aiid  mc^  refp6<£lable  branch  of  the  J>gi(lature,  that 
if  a  bill  comes  down  fk)m  the  Lords,  containing  die  wifeft,  the 
liioft  important,  the  moA  falutary  regulations,  if  thofe  r^ulations 
are  to  be  enforced  by  a  penalty,  or  eiScduated  by  a  licence  or  a 
ftampi  the  whole  is  reje61ed,  without  debate,  becaufe  it  may  con- 
vey a  few  ihiUings  into  his  Majedy's  Exchequer,  without  having 
briginated  with  the  Commons. 

Suppofej  then,  for  argument  fake,  that  themeafureof  fubfcrip- 
tion,  with  the  qualitications  that  have  been  annexed  to  it,  was  pcr- 
fedly  confifterit  with  law  ^  and  that  Parliament,  having  fandtionod 
the  purpofes  intended  by  Government,  has  by  that  means  given  an 
implied  fanclion  <o  any   mode  that  may  be  adopted  for  railing  a 
fupply  to  carry  thofe  purpofes  into  efFedl ;  fhall  we.  Sir,  be  pe- 
culiarly fond  of  encouraging  an  unneceflfary  refort  even  to  legal 
means,  of  railing  a  fupply,  wi4hout  the  interventitin  of  this  Houfe,  ^ 
when/Afi/  interventioriy  inftead  of  obftrudting,  would  aflfift  and  faci- 
litate the  meafure  ?  Shall  we,  if  legal  means  for  thofe  purpofes  can 
be  found,  be  content,  by  our  filencc,  to  fufFer  precedent  to  be  heap- 
ed upon  precedent,  till  thofe  1^1  means  of  fupplying  a  particular 
o(ica(ion,  be  converted  into  an  ordinary  channel  of  fupply,  and  a 
regular  fource  of  revenue  ?     Would  this  tend  to  inereafe  the  confe- 
quence  of  this  Houfe,  of  to  ftrengthen  the  principles  of  the  confli- 
tution  ?  No,  Sir,  it  is  our  duty  even  officiouily  to  interfere  in  every 
propofitiori,  legal  or  illegal,  for  raifing  a  fupply  of  money,  for  the 
public  fervice  of  the  State.     If  we  blame,  we  (hould  ccnfure  and 
prevent ;  if  we  approve,  we  fhould  authorife  and  afTift ;  but  we 
ought  never,  if  we  are  fitting,  on  fuch  an  occafion  to  be  filcnt.     If 
thefe  principles  are  right  at  all  times,  they  are  peculiarly  neceffary 
to  be  attended  to  at  the  moment.      If  any  of  us  are  alarmed  at  the 
dangers  of  licentioufncfs  and  anarchy,  let  us  recollcft  what  is  the 
favourite  docStrine   of  the  fadtious.     It  is.  Sir,  the  claim  of  the 
^eat  mafs  of  the  people  to  judge  and  to  adl  in  matters  of  Sate  fc- 
Vol,  XXXVIII.  I 
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Acnifolve^,  independent  of  the  authority,  and  without  the  inter- 
vention of  their  reprefentafives.  Is  this,  then,  the  precife  mo- 
ment, wheri  it  is  politic  and  prudent  fcr  Government  to  call  upon 
the.  body  of  the  pfeople  to  cxcrcife  individually  one  of  their  mod  im- 
portant funcjtions,  ^nd  to  grant  a  fupply  to  the  Crown,  without  the 
exprefs  fan<f^ion  of  Parliament  ? 

Sir,  though  I  do  not  mean  to  enter  into  the  abftraA  queftion  of 
the  legality  of  voluntary  fubfcriptions,  for  purpofes  that  have  been 
approved  by  Parliament,  there  is  one  alfetion  that  has  been  made 
lo^night,  by  the  right  honourable  gentleman  oppofite,  (Mr.  Pitt) 
diat  I  cannot  pafs  over  in  filence.  It  is,  "  that  the  principle  tliat 
*♦  this  Houfe  is  the  cxclufive  guardian  of  the  public  purfe,  applies 
"  only  to  the  cafe-  of  cowpulfny  ievtesy  and  not  to  that  of  voluntary 
^c^trliutians"  This  aflertien  completely  decs  away  the  qualifi- 
cation, which  had  before  been  argued  upon  ;  that  the  purpofes  to 
^ivhich  voluntary  fubfcriptions  were  to  be  applied,  fhould  have  re- 
ceived a  parliamentary  fan<Sion.  It  was  not  to  be  tolerated  for  a 
moment.  What,  Sir  !  if  the  Houfe  of  Lords  were  to  think  fit  to 
ifoie  a  voluntary  fupply  to  His  Majefty,  from  their  own  purfes,  would 
this  Houfe  bear  to  be  told  they  had  no  concern  wdth  the  meafure, 
feccaufe  it  was  a  voluntary  acl,  and  Exchequer  procefs  could  not  iffue 
againft  their  Lordfhips  to  enforce  it  ?  And  if  the  popular  Conven- 
tion, which  fome  faAious  nr>en  have  dared  to  talk  of,  fhould  dare 
to  affcmble,  and  offer  a  voluntary  fupply  to  the  King,  independent 
6f  their  Reprefentatlves  in  Parliament,  I  truft,  and  I  am  affured^ 
that  the  right  honourable  gentleman  liimfelf  would  be  one  of  tho. 
firft  to  tell  them,  that  fuch  a  propofal  was  a  dangerous  violation  of 
tiae  privileges  of  this  Houfe,  and  high  treafon  againft  the  conftitu- 
lion  of  their  country. 

Should  the  legality  of  fubfcriptioa<?  to  purpofes  that  have  been  op- 
prtfuedhy  Parliament ^  be  admitted  in  its  fulleft  extent,  ftill  the  in- 
terpofition  of  the  Legiflature  is  not  only  expedient  but  neceflar)*-  ^ 
for  by  what  authority  can  the  applications  of  thofe  fubfcriptions, 
when  received^  be  reftrained  or  regulated  ?  What  conftitutional  fe- 
curity  can  we  have  that  they  may  not  be  diverted  to  other  pur- 
pofes, if  ParK^iment  is  filent  on  the  fubjeft  ?  But  if  we  go  ftill 
farther,  and  not  only  admit  the  legality  of  fubfcriptions,  but  give 
the  moft  implicit  confidence  to  Minifters  for  the  due  application  to 
the  ptirpoibs  for  which  they  are  fubfcribed,  what  is  to  become  of 
the  fiirplus,  if  any  fhould  remain,  after  thofe  purpofes  are  carried 
into  ciled  ?  Muft  not  that.  Sir,  be  difpofed  of  by  the  dire<Sion 
and  autfiority  of  Parliament  \  or  under  what  odier  authority  Is  that 
difpofition  to  be  made  ? 
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We  have  heard  much.  Sir,  and,  in  my  opinion,  not  vMkhK 
reafon,  of  the  mifchicfs  that  may  arife,  in  times  like  the  picfcnt, 
from  the  unneceflary  agitation  of  general  oonftitutional  quc(Hons« 
The  claufe  which  I  have  now  the  honour  of  propofing,  will  put  an 
end  to  all  difcuflion,  for  the  prefent,  on  the  qucflion  of  the  legality 
offubfcriptions,  by  exprcfsly  lcgaliiii%  them  in  this  Inihince,  with- 
out any  general  toleration  on  the  fubjed>,  that  can  alter  the  law  as  it 
now  ftands.  And  it  will  not  only  prevent  thofe  difcuflions  in  Par-. 
liament,  but  where,  if  they  are  mifchievous  at  all,  they  are  un- 
queftionably  much  more  fo  in  elubs,  county  meetings,  and  other 
popular  affemblics.  If  the  legality  of  the  meafure  is  objedled  to, 
and  we  know  it  has  been,  and  as  I  am  fure  it  will  again  be,  both 
bv  thc^e  who  are  iincerc  in  the  objedion,  and  by  thofe  who  will 
make  it  a  pretence,  the  exprefs  fandiun  of  Parliament  gives  a  flioit 
anddecifivc  anfwer,  without  any  difcufllonofchefubjcfi. 

I  heartily  join.  Sir,  in  the  hopes,  or  at  leafi  in  the  wiih^  that  the 
people  may  be  as  forward  in  fuppc»t  of  the  war  we  are  engaged  in, 
as  the  right  honourable  gentleman  expeds.  But  liirely,  if  it  be  fo 
important,  as  he  reprefents  it,  to  make  that  zeal  confpicuous  to  all 
Eur^,  and  if  it  be  wife  (which  may,  perhaps,  be  greatly  doubted) 
^  hold,  forth  a  concurrence  in  fubfcriptlon,  as  a  criterion  or  teft  of 
the  general  difpofition  of  the  nation,  it  is  wife  that  fuch  a  meafure 
may  be  offered  to  their  view  with  all  poffible  advantages,  and 
ftrippcdofeveiy  unneceflary  objeflion.  An  exprtfs  parliamentary 
iandion  cannot  check  the  ardor  of  any  one  individual  in  the  king- 
<^om ;  it  may  remove  the  objections  of  fbme,  defeat  the  pretences 
of  many,  and  operate  as  a  recommendation  to  alL  If  the  real  ob* 
jc(^of  Minlfters  be,  as  I  believe  it  b,  diat  the  propofal  of  volun« 
tary  fubfcnptions  fhould  fubftaQtially  affifi  and  invigorate  their  other 
meafures  for  national  defence,  they  can  have  no  motive  for  rcjcA- 
)ng  a  parliamentary  provilion,  that  by  removing  objeAions,  tends  to 
unfetter  the  ze^U  of  the  p^Ie,  and  to  promote  and  animate  the 
Ipirit  of  liberal  contribution.  But  if  their  principal  objedt  be,  to 
^blifh  precedents  for  raliing  fuppUes  without  the  intervention  of 
^e  Commons,  that  indeed  is  an  objc<Si  niuch  the  claufe  may  in 
fume  meafure  impede,  but  which,  I  cannot  eafily  pesfuade  myfelf^ 
^ill  meet  with  the  fupport  or  concurrence  of  (his  Houfe. 

From  the  latcnefs  of  the  hour,  and  the  fatigue  of  the  Houfe,  I 
have  thou^t  it  neceffary  to  omit  miich  of  -what  I  intended  to  bav« 
faid.  I  have  merely  dated  the  general  grounds  which  have  urge4 
mc  to  come  fprward  on  the  prefent  occa(ion,  and  fhall  trefpafs  no 
I'^nger  on  your  patience,  but  0iall  ptopoCc  the  claufe  I  have  prc-^ 
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pared,  and  Oruft  to  the  inanifeft  expedience  of  the  mcafurc  for  its 
farther  recommendation  to  the  HoUfe. 

•  [The  Maftcr  of  the  Rolls  declaring  he  fhould  oppofc  the  claufe 
being  brought  up,  Mr.  Serjeant  Adair  defired  to  read  it  in  his  place^ 
i&!r  the  better  information  of  the  Houfe,  which  he.  did  as  follows  :  1 

**  That  individuals  having  entered  into  fubfcnptions  to  raife  raoney 
as  an  aid  x'o  Government,  the  fame  (hould  be  paid  in^o  the  Receiver  of 
the  Land  Tax  in  each  county,  and  receipts  granted  by  hi^n  for  the  rc- 
ipci^ive  fums  received  ;  that  thofe  funis  fhould  be  paid  iri  to  the  Re-, 
cciver  General  of  His  Majcfty's  Exchequer,  and  fimilar  receiptfi  given 
by  him,  the  whole  to  be  applied  only  to  fuch  purpoft?  39  were  intetided 
,  by  the  fubfcribers,  under  the  authority  of,  and  particularly  fpecified  in^ 
%\i\%  bill.  And  if  any  furplus  remained  in  the  hands  of  the  Receiver  Ge- 
neral of  the  Exchequer,  to  bc  applied  only  as  Parliament  might  think 
proper  to  dired." 

The  MASTER  OF  THE  ROLLS  objeftcd  to  the  bringing  up 
of  the  claufe,  as  equally  improper  and  unneceffary.  He  declared 
his  opinion  to  be  decidedly  iri  favour  of  the  legality  of  the  nieafure, 
and  copfid^red  the  fubfcription  as  exa<ftly  fimilar  to  bounties  offered 
to  feamen>  or  for  raifing  men  to  particular  corps,  which  never  had 
been  deemed  illegal.  The  conduct  of  the  city  of  London  on  many 
occafions  had  been  the  fame  as  that  of  the  counties,  and  never  was 
challenged.  He  faw  no  neceffity  or  propriety  in  the  Exchequer 
having  any  thing  to  do  either  with  the  receipt  or  iffuing  of  the  monies 
fo  ralfed' 

Mr.  SHERIDAN  faid,  that  he  foppprted  the  motion,  although 
it  was  with  reluflance  that  he  gave  his  confent  to  any  motion  of  the 
kind.     He  remained  convinced  of  the  illegality  of  the  meafure  alto^ 
gether,  and  of  its  being  an  unfit  mode  for  the  Government  of  the 
country  to  refort  to  for  fupply  ;  but  if  it  was  forced  upon  him,  he 
would  prefer  undoubtedly  that  it  fliould  receive  the  fan6lion  of  Par- 
liament in  the  way  that  the  claufe  of  the  learned  ferjeant  propofed 
than  that  it  ihould  ftand  as  a  matter  of  undifpute'd  right.     He 
.  would  not  go  again  into  the  quefiion  which  had  been  difcuffed  at  fo 
much  length,  but  he  muft  take  ootice  of  one  argument  which  had 
been  ufed,  and  which  in  his  mind,  was  weak  and  childifh  to  a  de- 
gree of  iipbecility.     It  ^as  that  thefe  berievolences  were  not  to  be 
objefled  to  on  account  of  their  fmallnefs,  and  tliat  the  argument 
could  not  apply  to  them  as  unconftitutional  or  dangerous  in  the  de- 
gree to  wh^ch  they  could  be  carried.     Nothing  was  fo  certain  that 
principles  0f  this  important  kind  muft  be  facred,  and  that  they  could 
admit  of  no  degrees.     If  once  they  acknowledged  the  right  of  the 
Crown  to  apply  for  revenue  to  the  people,  otherwife  than  through 
die  cliannel  of  that  Houfe,  the  very  firft  and  mpft  important  bond 
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for  the  maintenance  of  all  their  privileges  was  cancelled.  The 
Houfl;  knew  well  how  jealous  they  were  of  the  Lords*  interference 
in  a  money  bill ;  they  would  not  fufFer  them  to  alter  an  icta  in  a 
bill  which  laid  even  a  fine  of  two-pence  on  the  fubjcft.  And  yet 
they  were  to  fufFer  this  meafure  to  pafs  without  check,  which  tlius 
might  grow  into  a  moft  miCchievous  pradtice,  and  become  infinitely 
too  great  for  their  future  controul. 

Mr.  WINDHAM  faid,  that  he  underftood  that  an  allufion  had 
been  made  toliim  in  his  abfence,  on  accoimt  of  fomc  fuppofed  in* 
confiftency  which  had  been  difcpvercd  in  his  conduct  now,  and  in 
the  year  1778.     It  could  not  be  on  account  of  his  fupporting  the 
prefcnt,  and  pppoling  the  then  war,  for  it  was  not  denied  but  that 
a  man  might  with  perfedl  confiftency  approve  of  one  war,  and  dif- 
approve  of  another,     It  muft  be  fome  inconfiftcncy  in  his  language. 
When  this  was  ftated  the  other  night  he  was  unable  to  fay  with  ac«» 
curacy  wliat  had  been  his  langioage  at  the  meeting  in  Norfolk,  in 
1778,  but  he  hoped  he  had  faid  no  more  than  that  doubts  cxifted 
about  the  Iqgality  of  private  fubfcriptions ;  and  perhaps,  in  the  heat 
of  debate,  he  would  not  anfwcr  how  far  an  eager  defire  to  promote 
his  immediate  purpofe  might  have  carried  him,  in  the  alfertions 
that  Jie  made  ufe  of.     But  by  the  document  which  the  induftry  'of 
honouraUe  gentlemen  had  difcovered,  it  appeared  that  nothing  could- 
be  more  fabordinate  in  his  confidcration  at  the  time  than  the  argu- 
ment of  |he  illegality  of  fuch  fubfcription.     It  was  brought  in  as  a 
fccondary  idea  only,  the  main  argument  being  the  general  difappro- 
batlon  of  the  war,  which  it  was  the  obj^ft  of  the  fubfcription  to  fup- 
port.     There  had  been  objedlions  made  too  to  the  defcription  of  re- 
giments, wluch  were  to  be  employed  as  coming  from  a  part  of  the 
country  which  wa^  not  cordially  approved  of.     But  he  would  not 
%,  that  in  the  eagemefs  of  the  debate,  he  had  not  perhaps  made 
ufe  of  expreffions  with  inconfiderate  warmth  ;  but  if  he  had  done 
fo,  he  did  not  find  them  e\'cn  in  the  document  which  had  been  put 
into  his  hand,  and  which  he  had,  he  owned,  but  (lightly  perufed. 
He  then  replied  to  Mr.  Shtr^dan's  argument  about  the  facrednefs  of 
principles.     It  cer||inly  was  no  proof  of  weaknefs  or  imbecility  to 
&y,  that  that  might  be  true  of  the  whole,  which  was  not  fo  of  the 
degree ;  on  the  contrary,  it  would  be  a  propofition  founded  on  the 
greateft  fidlacy,  to  fay  that  that,  whofe  charader,  diflind  and  en- 
tire, mi^t  be  dangerous,  was  alfo  dangerous  in  its  degrees.  There 
were  few  queftions  either  in  politics  or  philofophy  of  which  this 
would  hold  good  ;  but,  on  the  contrary,  he  could  (hew  by  a  thou- 
fand  illuftrations  the  converfc  of  the  propofition.     Speaking  of  a 
nuilancc,  for  inftancc  :     A  man  might  build  a  wall  fo  high  as  tq 
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mtctcept  the  light  of  a  window ;  but  building  the  wall  only  four 
feet  high,  not  reaching  the  window,  could  not  be  called  a  nuifance 
ii^  degree.     A  water  rifing  two  feet,  might  overflow  die  adjacent 
country ;  but  the  riling  of  the  fame  wat  r  fix  irlche*  would  do  no  in- 
jury, arid  could  not  be  callecj  a  proportionate  part  of  the  nuifance. 
S6  in  like  manner  of  thefc  fubfcriptions,  it  might  be  reafonably  ar^ 
gued  that  they  were  not  unconftitutional  on  account  of  their  fmalF- 
toefs,  but  that  if  carried  to  a  great  height  they  might  be  fo.     This 
was  the  honourable  gentleman's  argun^ent  on  a  former  night.    The 
revenues  of  the  Eleftorate  of  Hanover  were  not  confidered  as  dan- 
gerous, but  thofe  of  the  kingdom  of  France  would  have  been  fo  ; 
the  one  was  fufFered  only  on  account  of  its  degree :  in  truth  almoft 
every  thing  depended  on  its  minuter  difiindions*    A  man  inight  go 
through  the  Ten  Commandments,  and  fay,    **  Thou  ftialt  not 
fteal ;"   "   Thou  fhalt  not  commit  murder ;"  and  fay  that  there 
could  be  no  argument  about  degrees,  but  tliat  theft  was  thefl^  and 
murder,  murder  ;  and  yet  the  fagacity  of  the  Courts  of  law,  was 
aln-oft  wholly  converfant  about  the  degrees  of  tbefe  crimes  ;  large 
difcretion  was  given  in  all  decifions,  and  it  was  conftantly  an  argu- 
ment for  ftatefmen,  philofophers,  and  lawyers,  how  much  fhould 
be  eftablifhed  by  rulcj  and  how  much  be  left  to  difcretion.    This 
w^s  what  he  recommended  here :  the  Houfc  would  do  what  they 
had  alwaj's  done.    They  would  not  cboofe  to  interfere,  till  they 
few  reafon  from  the  magnitude  of  the  danger.    But  why  did  the 
Hoiife  from  jealoufly  prevent  the  other  Houfe  of  Parliament  even 
from  interferii^  in  a  money  bill,  to  the  amount  of  a  two-penny 
fine  ?   Why?  But  becaufe  they  had  always  done  it  ;  it  was  their 
pradlice.     It  would  be  as  much  an  innovation,  not  to  prevent  their 
interference,  as  it  would  be  an  innovation  here  to  interfere.    It  waj 
the  practice  to  prevent  their  interfering,  from  the  dread  that  they 
Ihoiild  creep  on  little  by  little,  and  that  their  interference  fhould 
grow  into  ufage.    But  no  fuch  dread  had  been  taken  up  with  refpe<^ 
to  the  meafures  of  fubfcriptions :  and  the  whole  courfe  of  parlia- 
mentary pradice  for  one  hundred  years,  was  in  favour  of  their  pafs- 
ing  It  over,  and  the  Conftitution  had  not  fuflPelfcd,  and  was  in  no 
danger  of  fufFering. 

Mr.  SHERIDAN,  in  explanation,  faid,  that  tliere  w^re  fun- 
damental principles  in  Government  and  Conftitution,  which  could 
not  be  entrenched  upon  in  any  degree,  and  fuch  as  their  anceftors 
had  beerf  cnjfcful  (hould  r>ot  be  violated.  Prirtcipus  ohjiay  was  the 
do6trine  which  in  juft  jealoufy  they  had  a<fted  upon,  but  which  the 
right  honourable  gerideman,  in  his  deliberate  reply  to  a  fgrmcr 
fpcech,  v/is  defirous  to  aboiifh. 
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Mr.  W.  SPvtlTH  few,  that  Mr,  Windham  would  find  in  the 
record  of  hU  fpeech  in  I778,  that  he  had  called  private  fubfcrip- 
tions  for  Government  uncon(litutional.  How  he  could  fay  that  that 
w^s  unconfiitutional  in  1778,  wliich  was  conftitutional  in  1794^ 
be  left  to  his  ideas  of  confiftcncy  to  determine. 

Mr.  DRAKE  begged  leave  to  fay  a  few  words  in  this  minor  de- 
bate. He  wiflied  to  esjdain  why  he  ihould  appear  in  new  com- 
pan)r.  He  was  (or  the  daufe,  becaufe  it  did  not  tend  to  tlirow  tlic 
ilighteft  imputation  upon  hb  Mrycfty's  Minifters,  who  had  received 
every  fupport  in  this  Bftoft  juft  aAd  ncccffary  war ;  a  war  declared 
juftp  not  oi^jr  by  their  country,  but  by  the  fifter  kingdom,  which 
kd  truly  proved  itfelf  a  filter  kingdom,  by  approving  of  die  war 
unanimoufly.  But  he  chiefly  approved  of  the  claufe,  becaufe  it 
isrould  remove  all  doubts  from  men's  mi  nds  —would  clear  tlic  ground 
for  all  men  to  come  forward,  and  would  "  delightfully  comprehend 
3II  die  arguments^  and  all  the  ideas,  and  all  tlie  wishes  of  the  pcc^le 
on  Ae  (jjikjc€L*^ 

Mr.  ChanccUot  PITT  Ciid,  he  rofe  anly  to  direct  a  few  words 
to  the  honourable  gentleman  who  fpoke  laft.  He  objedled  to  the 
clauie,  not  merely  becaufe  it  pretended  to  throw  doubt  on  the  lega- 
lity of  the  thing  itielf,  but  tended  alfo  to  cmbarrafs  and  encumber 
the  meafure.  He  had  iaid,  that  a  contribution  purely  voluntary  to 
be^ypUed  to  fejrvices  within  •*ttie  county,  where  the  application  of 
it  was  to  be  under  their  own  eye,  was  perfc<31y  loyal,  arKl  would 
call  forth  all  the  xeal  of  the  country*  What  did  this  claufe  pro- 
pot?  To  take  it  from  themfclvcs,  and  to  put  it  into  the  hands  of 
the  Crown^  to  be  at  ^1?  diipofal  of  Parliament.  As  the  claufe  fiood 
now,  the  aj^iLcatioa  w^  to  be  confined  to  the  purpofe  of  the  vo- 
lunteer corps  only,  whereas  as  it  firft  fiood,  it  might  be  beneficially 
applied  to  other  purpofes,  fiich  as  the  payment  of  the  militia,  and 
the  new  corps  of  fencibles  ;  fothat,  independent  of  his  fundamental 
objcftbn  to  the  <daufe,  he  confidered  it  as  inconvenient,  embarraf- 
iiog,  aiid  calculated  to  retard  the  objedl. 

Mr.  GREY  &id,  tljat  he  was  certainly  under  fome  difficulty  in 
giving  his  vote.  He  difapproved  of  the  meafure  in  totb ;  but  as  he 
few  that  it  was  to  be  perfifted  in,  he  tlKMight  it  prudent  to  give  the 
n*eafnre  a  parliamentary  fan61ion ;  and  he  would  therefore  adopt 
the  claufe  of  the  learned  Serjeant,  as  the  kaft  objeftionable  of  the 
two.  The  right  honourable  gentleman  now  talked  of  extending  the 
Jncaliirc  of  the  fubfcriptlon  to  other  objeds^  Every  day  they  were 
plunpng  deeper  into  myftcry,  inrwvation.  and  violence.  Where 
^f^  all  this  to  cad  ?  The  honourable  gentleman  talked  of  w^Us  and 
ttvers,  in  order  to  mak^e  nice  diftinfkions  about  the  degrees  of  mea- 
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fures,  and  to  fay  where  alarm  ought  tt)  fee  ta]cen,  and  where  not; 
That  gentleman  would  have  found  the  truet  way  to  pfeferve  the . 
high  cliara<9:er  which  he  once  poffcffed  in  the  (Country,  would  have 
been  to  maintain  plain  fincere  coiififtency  in  hi^  language  arid  aSions. 
In  defending  a  fortrefs  which  was  attacked,  (hould  he  not  a£t  the 
moment  the  enemy  broke  ground^  or  mufthe,  upon  his  principle; 
ftay  till  their  works  were  complete  ?    Principtis  bbfia  was  the  true 
'  leffon  of  ivifdom  which  they  had  learnt  from  their  anceftors.      It 
was  not  enough  for  him  to  be  told  of  former  neglcfts  of  that  Houfc. 
Precedents  did  not  juftify  negligence  ;  rior  did  ufiirpatiorts  eftablifli 
right.     But  it  fo  happened  that  there  was  not  a  firigle  precedent  to 
juftify  the  proceeding.     It  was  with  confiderable  {)aih  that  hfe  heard 
a  right  honourable  gentleman,  like  Mr.  Windliarh^  treat  fo  lightly 
his  former  opinions.     That  he  (hould  fay  he  had  perhaps  taker!  up 
with  inconfiderate  warmth  arguments  which  he  coiild  riot  juftify,' 
for  the  fake  of  carrying  his  objcft  for  the  moment,  and  that   he 
fhould  do  this  at  a  folemn  meeting  of  his  countj^ !    What  miift  be 
thought  of  a  right  honourable  gentleman  acting  with  fuch  lightnefs  ? 
What  muft  he  think  of  himfelf  upon  rcflcdiori,  when  he  thus  chofe 
to  fly  in  contradiction,  not  only  to  hi^  opinions  given  at  this  meet- 
ing, but  on  forhier  queftions  in  that  Houfe-'— \^en  he  argued  for 
the  production  of  papers  on  the  Spanifli  rfnd  Ruflian  Jlrmamcntsj 
and  oppofed  the  concealment  "as  the  beginning  of  a  fyfteiri  of  con- 
fidence"—^and  when  he  flew  out  into  his  violent  Philltpid  againft  the 
right  honourable  gentleman  (Mr.  Pitt)  on  account  of  the  job  of  the 
Secretary  of  the  Treafury  (Mr.  Rofe)  in  the  Weftminfter  eleClion  ! 
Was  the  fmallnefs  of  the  obje6l  an  argument  for  his  acquicfcence  ? 
No.      He  had  not  departed  from  the  opinions  and  principles  of  the 
men  with  whom  he  had  adted  through  his  life,  and  he  \t^otild  be 
more  likely  to  preferve  his  influence  in  fociety,  if  he  -vt^ould  ftill 
retpember  his  former  dodrincs,  and  fquare  his  preferit  with  tliem^ 
Mr.  WINDHAM  and  Mr.  PITT  explained. 
The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  objeded  to  the  claufe,  and 
fald  that  he  had  not  propofed  the  previous  queftion  on  a  former 
night,  bccaufc  he  doubted  of  the  legality  of  the  roeafurcj  but  be- 
caufe  he  objefted  to  the  motion  as  an  abftraft  queftion* 

Mr.  FOX  rofe,  he  faid,  merely  to  explain  the  vote  he  fhould 
give,  if  called  upon  to  vote  at  all.  He  was  for  the  claufe  as  the 
leaft  of^two  evils.  As  the  meafure  was  to  be  petfevered  in,  he  was 
willing  to  legalile  it  by  the  infertion  of  this  claufe,  which  however 
be  fliould  like  better  iif  it  declared  a  doubt  of  the  legality.  It  cer- 
tainly declared  no  fuch  doubt ;  and  why  it  was  argued  fo,  he  knew 
liot.     There  were  certainly  np  precedents  in  points    That  of  1 7  46 
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could  wt  he  called  in  point,  as  it  was  a  cafe  of  extreme  neccflitjv 
That  of  1782  was  not  a  qucftibn  of  ftibfcription  ;  tfiat  of  1778 
was  the  fnoft.in  point,  and  he  was  one  of  die  rcfpcAablc  minority 
whodedared  their  fcntimcnts  on  Aat  point.  That  minority  had 
conferred  great  and  moil  effential  benefits  on  tfie  countiy,  and  (turn- 
ing to  Mr.  Windham)  he  faid  it  was  with  extreme  pain  that  he  faw 
all  die  afts  of  that  minority  frittered  away  one  by  one,  and  that  by 
pcrfons  who  were  the  moft  inftnimcntal  thercinr  and  die  moft  UTtr- 
mately  connefted  with  the  leading  channflers  who  compofcd  it. 

The  motion  for  leave  to  bring  up  the  claufe  was  Aoi  put  and^ 
negatived  without  a  divifion. 

Tuefdayj   ^th  Aprils 

The  ofdet  of  the  day. being  moved  for  tfie  firft  reading  of  a  bill 
to  enable  tfie  fubjeds  of  France  to  entift  as  foldiers,  and  to  enable 
His  Majefty  to  grant  commiffions  to  them  imder  certain  refiri^ions, 
the  bill  was  read  accordingly. 

G>kinel  MACLEOD  obfcrvcd,  (fiat  if  Miniftcrs  employed  per- 
ibns  to^nlift  emigrants  in  thfe  country  before  the  prcfent  bill  had 
received  the  fanftion  of  Parliament,  they  were  a^lifig  upon^  the  bill 
before  it  was  paifed  into  a  law.  Aecording  to  diis  precedent,  Mi- 
mflers  might  raife  regiments  of  foreigners  in  the  very  heart  of  the 
metropolis,  without  the  confent  of  Parliament.  At  this  period, 
diere  were  feveral  hand^bills  diftributed  dirough  diflferem  parts  of 
the  city,  that  invited  foreigners  to  enlift.  This^was  a  proceeding 
to  he  reprobated.  He  would  alk  the  right  honourable  gentleman 
(Mr.  Pitt)  whether  he  knew  that  fuch  a  hand-bill  wss  in  circulation 
-*whedier  the  meafure  met  his  approbation  or  difcouragement— -or 
whether  the  right  honourable  gentleman  intended  to  profccute  diofe 
petfiHis  that  had  fo  offended  ?  This  was  a  conftitutional  queftion, 
and  deferved  the  coniideration  of  the  Houfe.  If  he  did  not  receive 
an  anfwer  to  his  queftion,  he  gave  the  right  honourable  gentleman 
nodce,  that  he  would  bring  the  matter  forward  in  another  ftiapc. 

Mr.  Chancellor  VYTT  faid,  that  he  did  not  rightly  underftand 
what  the  honourable  gentleman's  (Colonel  Macleod)  idea  of  a  con- 
ffitutional  queflion  was,  unlefs  it  was  to  put  a  qucftion  in  a  very 
uncivil  manner  ;  for  the  queftion  the  honourable  gentleman  put  to- 
%,  he  had  put  ycfterday,  to  which  the  honourable  gentleman  had 
then  received  for  anfwer,  that  he  was  totally  unacquainted  with  the 
tirciimftance ;  fince  that  time  he  had  no  opportunity  to  enquire  into 
Ac  inatter.  The  honourable  gentleman  had  faid  a  great  deal  about 
a  conftitutional  queftion,  but  had  hot  explained  what  tfiis  confli-  . 
tutional  queftion  was. 

Vol.  XXXVIII.  K 


66  PARLIAMENTARY  A.  1794- 

Colonel  MACLEOD  replied,  that  he  had  explained  it  yeftcrday  ; 
the  circumflancc  was  known  to  every  body-  In  a  Lane  that  led  into 
Fleet-ftreet,  thefe  bills  were  diftributed,  in  which  fix  guineas  bounty- 
money  were  offered  to  emigrants  of  a  certain  fixe,  and  five  guineas 
to  perfons  of  another  fize.  v 

Mr.  GREY  faid,  he  had  feen  fome  t)f  the  hand-bills  that  invited 
foreigners  to  enlift.  This  was  an  ill^l  and  unconftitutional  mea- 
fure.  It  became  Miniftcrs  to  inquire  into  it.  If  fome  inquiry  was 
not  made,  and  fome  fatisfaftory  anfWer  given  to  the  queftion  that 
was  put  by  his  honourable  friend,  he  was  perfefily  ready  to  fupport 
any  propofition  that  his  honourable  friend  fhould  bring  forward  in 
confeqvience. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  fecond  time  on  Friday  next. 

Sir  CHARLES  BUNBURY,  after  premifing  that  it  was  ex- 
^emely  hard  that  the  poor  (hould  be  obliged  to  pay  a  duty  towards 
defraying  the  expence  of  amending  and  repairing  the  high-ways, 
moved  for  leave  to  bring  in  a  bill  to  amend  the  1 3th  of  His  prefent 
Majefty,  intitled,  "  An  aft  for  the  better  r^ulating,  amending, 
and  keeping  in  repair,  the  high-ways,  an4  for  exempting  certaih 
poor  people  from  the  payment  of  duty,  in  confequence  thereof." 

Mr.  JOLIFFE  obferved,  that  nothing  was  more  unfair  and  un- 
juft  than  to  oblige  the  poor  to  pay  a  duty,  in  order  to  defray  the  ex- 
pence  of  repairing  carriage-ways. 

Mr.  BUXTON  applauded  the  honourable  Baronet  for  bringing 
forward  the  bill;  he  faid,  the  fituation  of  the  poor  at  prefent  required 
the  fcrious  attention  of  Parliament.  The  honourable .  Member 
hoped,  that  the  bill  would  be  paffcd  this  feflion. 

The  queftion  for  leave  to  bring  in  the  bill  was  then  put,  and 
agreed  to. 

Mr.  Chancellor  PITT  moved  the  order  of  the  day,  for  refer- 
ring His  Majefty's  meffage  to  the  confideration  of  a  Committee  of 
the  whole  Houfe. 

Th,e  order  of  the  day  being  read,  the  Houfe  refolved  itfelf  int® 
a  Committee  of  the  whole  Houfe  accordingly,  (Mr.  Hobart  in  the 
Chair.) 

The  meffage  recommended  to  the  confideration  of  the  Committee 
the  better  regulation  of  the  Crown  lands. 

Mr.  Chancellor  PITT  obferved,  that  the  meafure  that  he  had 
the  honour  of  fubmitting  for  the  confideration  of  the  Committee, 
would  be  of  advantage  both  to  the  public,  and  to  private  individuals. 
He  was  not  at  prefent  prepared  to  bring  forward  any  nieafure  xela- 
tive  to  the  better  regulation  of  the  woods  and  forefts.  The  plan 
that  he  had  to  propofc,  related  not  to  the  woods  and  forcfts,  but  to 
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the  other  landed  cftates  of  the  Crown.  Thofe  gendemen  who  would 
read  the  feveral  reports  that  had  been  made,  would  find,  that  if  thofe 
landed  eftates  of  the  Crown  were  properly  managed,  they  would 
yield  very  confiderablc  advantage.  The  reafon  why  thofe  landed 
eftates  were  not  fo  produSivc  as  they  otherwifc  might  have  been, 
was,  bccaufc  Icafes  were  originally  granted  before  the  real  value  of 
the  eftates  was  known.  Under  thefe  circumftanccs,  gentlemen 
would  cbferve  that  the  landed  revenue  of  the  Crown  had  not  yielded 
what  it  might  have  done.  The  chief  regulations  that  he  intencied 
to  fTopok  were,  that  furveys  be  taken  before  the  Treafury  grant  any 
leafe,  that  the  improvable  value  be  afcertained  before  any  leafe  was 
renewed,  and,  that  where  repairs  were  found  neceffary,  no  fine  be 
impofcd,  but  rcferved  in  the  annual  rent.  Another  rcguhtion  that 
he  meant  to  propofe,  regarded  building  leafes,  and  went  to  extend 
the  time.  In  addition  to  thefe,  there  were  other  more  minute  re- 
gulations ;  but  as  he  was  aware  that  it  would  be  wholly  unncceffary 
for  him,  in  the  prefent  ftage,  to  go  at  greater  length  into  the  meafure, 
and  as  gentlemen  would  have,  full  opportunity  of  difcufling  the  plan 
in  future  ftages,  he  would  content  himfelf  with  merely  moving  for 
leave  to  bring  in  ^  bill  for  the  better  regulation  and  management  of 
Ac  Crown  lands. 

Mr.  FOX  wiflicd  to  know,  whether  the  landed  revenue  was  to 
remain  in  the  hands  of  the  Crown,  or  whether  it  might  not  be  dif- 
pofed  of  to  better  advantage  ? 

Mr.  Chancellor  PITT  replied,  that  the  right  honourable  gentle- 
man would  have  an  opportunity  of  difcufling  that  queftion  at  another 
time.  For  the  prefent  he  was  prepared  to  fay,  that  it  was  better 
for  the  landed  revenue  to  remain  in  the  hands  of  the  Crown. 

The  Houfc  being  rcfiimed,  Mr.  Hobart  brought  up  the  report  of 
the  Committee,  which  was  read  and  agreed  to. 

Mr.  HARRISON  faid,  the  motion  I  fliall  have  the  honour  to 
fubniit  to  the  Houfe,  has  neither  for  its  objcd  the  depriving  the  fcr- 
vants  of  the  Crown  executing  the  bufincfs  of  real  efficient  ftations, 
of  the  due  and  proper  recompcnce  of  their  fervices  ;  nor  does  it  go 
to  deprive  thofe  who  enjoy  emoluments,  either  by  pcnfion  or  fine- 
cure  place,  as  rewards  for  paft  fervices  to  their  country,  of  that 
mark  of  the  public  beneficence,  which  it  has  been  thought  "proper 
to  beftow  upon  them.  Nor  is  it  my  wifli  to  abridge  the  bare  com- 
petency which  many  may  enjoy,  even  though  there  may  have  been 
no  public  fcrvice  for  its  foundation,  or  official  duty  as  a  reafon  for 
its  continuance.  Much  lefs  is  it  my  \fri(h  to  withholds  any  part  of 
the  moderate  falary  of  thofe  difcharging  the  duties  of  any  official 
ftation.     Therefore,  it  is  not  my  intention  that  pcnfion  or  finccuic 
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Tplacesy  not  exceeding  2oqL  per  annum,  or  any  efficient  place,  not 
exceeding  500I.  per  .umun),  Ihould beat  all  afFe<3ed  by  the  bill  I 
-purpofe  to  bring  before  the  Houfe.  But  I  think  even  efficient 
.places  above  that  amount  may,  at  this  crilis.,  give,  without  harcU 
ihip  or  injuftice  to  the  individual  holders  of  them.,  fome  part  of 
their  income  to  the  public  fervice,  as  well  as  the  landed  intereft  of 
the  country,  which,  His  Majefty's  Miniiiers  have  told  us,  it  is  na^ 
tural  to  fuppofe  will  ftand  forward  upon  this  occafion  with  general 
fubfcriptions,  for  the  purpofe  of  carrj'ing  into  execution  the  necet 
fary  meafures  that  the  exigency  of  the  times  require.  I  know  there 
;are  fome  who  perfectly  agree  w^ith  me  in  fentimcnt  as  to  penfions 
and  finecure  places,  who  entertain  fome  doubt  of  the  propriety  of 
any  redudion  of'the  emolument  of  efficient  ones. 

That  the  labourer  is  worthy  of  his  hire,  J  admit  in  the  fulleft 
.extent ;  if  he  is  not,  he  ought  no  longer  to  be  employed  in  the  vine- 
yard. ^  But  ftill,  in  my  opinicm,  tliere  is  no  rpafon  why  he  Ihould 
not  fubnut  to  fome  diminution  of  his  income,  as  well  as  every  other 
perfon,  from  the  confequences  of  the  war,  during  its  continuance. 
I  will  put  the  inftance  of  a  perfon  having  an  income,  fro^  landed 
property,  of  5 cool,  a  year  ;  he  will  find  his  income  at  Icaft  a  fifth 
ihort  of  what  it  ufed  to  be.  Why,  then,  fhould  not  a  inan  who 
has  a  place  of  5000I.  a  year,  have  his  income  reduced  to  4000!.  ? 
Why  is  he  to  be  exempt  from  the  inconveniences  of  the  war,  which 
,every  other  dcfcription  of  perfons  muft  fuhmit  to  ?  There  can  be  no 
reafon  for  it ;  and  I  am  fure,  on  refledion,  there  will  be  found 
none.  However,  tliofe  whom  it  affects,  may  avail  themfelves  of 
rtlic  pretence. 

I  have  dwelt  more  upon  this,  which  I  call  the  firft  clafs,  and 
fiibjed  to  the  leaft  deduiSion,  than  I  fhall  think  neceflary  to  do  on 
,the  other  two,  into  which  I  have  divided  the  different  kinds  of  places 
and  penfions  comprehended  in  the  bill  I  propofe:. 

The  fecond  clafs,  or  thofe  penfions  or  finecure  places,  held  with- 
out any  fervice,  or  difcharge  of  duty  annexed  to  them,  above  the 
value  of  200I.  per  annum,  I  think  may,  without  any  hardfhip  or 
injuftice,  -  contribute  a  much  larger  proportion  to  the  fervice  of 
the  Public,  than  thofe  I  have  confidered  under  the  firft  clafs  ;  and 
I  fhould  think  half  erf  the  net  produce  of  fuch  penfions  and  finecure 
place,  above  200L  a  year,  may,  during  the  exd-eme  preflliire  of  the 
war,    be  applied  to  the  public  fervice, 

There  is  another  defcription  of  perfqns,  who  I  fhall  confider  as 
<X)mpofing  the  third  clafs,  and  who,  I  think,  ftand  in  a  veiy  diffe- 
rent light  from  either  of  the  other  two  I  have  before  mentioned.— 
I  mean  thofe  whofe  inordinate  thirft  and  defi^,  to  obtain  as  much 
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.as  pofiibte  of  the  -public  mcmejr  and  emoluments  for  themielves  and 
£unily,  has  made  them  get  packed  together  a  number  of  iinecure 
places  or  peniions^  that  they  may  be  heaped  upon  one  perfon,  to 
t)e  held^  as  it  were»  in  tommendum^  with  other  efficient  oiSces,  to 
which  laige  falaiies  and  emoluments  are  annexed.  I  have  no  diffi- 
culty in  Spying}  that  in  fuch  caics,  the  Public  lias  a  juft  claim,  and 
ou^t  to  h^ve  a  right,  to  apply  the  wliole  of  fuch  penlion  or  finecurp 
jdace  to  tb^  iervices  of  die  State  during  the  war. 

The  falaries  to  the  eiScient  places  are  fully  adequate  to  the  fer-* 
vice  required,  and  therefore  can  leave  no  reaibn  why  the  hddert 
of  them  fliould  have  fuch  great  addidooal  enrK)lument. 

However,  all  the  above  defcriptions  muft  be  fubje£k  to  ibme 
particular  excepticms<— as  d^  Judges  oi  tho  land,  the  Speakers  of 
both  Houfes  of  Parliament,  Ambafiadors  to  foreign  Courts,  decayed 
Officers  of  His  Majefty's  arn^  and  navy,  and  their  widows. 

Having  now  explained  the  general  principle  xr^rx  which  I  mean 
to  found  tjie  bill,  I  will,  with  pcrmiiTion  of  the  Houfe,  point  out 
the  great  ufe  and  expediency  of  fuch  a  meafure  being  adopted  at  this 
particular  time. 

I  wiU  firft  fpeak  of  the  ufe  and  expediency,  as  it  will  aflift  the 
refourccs  of  the  Public,  at  a  time  when  the  neceflity  of  every  means 
of  fup^dy  is  but  too  evident ;  Miniikrs  themfelves  will  be  ready 
to  admit,  and  indeed  4t  is  but  too  melanchdy  a  truth,  but  too  evi- 
dent to  the  fenfes  of  us  all,  tliat  the  unbounded  extent  to  which  the 
expenditure  of  the  country  has  been  carried,  and,  as  we  are  told, 
isftiil  farther  to  be  increafed,  muft  exhauft  every  rcfource  that  any 
nation  can  poffibly  produce.  When  Minifters  are  preffing  for  be- 
nevolcoces,  as  the  means  of  drawing  money  out  of  the  pockets  of 
every  man  in  the  kingdom,  even  at  the  expence  of  the  fundamental 
principles  of  the  conftitution,  furely  wc  may  venture  to  take  a  rca^ 
fonable  part  from  the  income  of  tliofe  whofe  very  fource  and  foun« 
Nation  is  thH^enevolcnce  and  purfe  of  the  Public.  Another  advan* 
tage  that  will  arife  from  the  fervants  of  the  Crown,  and  thofe  im^ 
mediately  conneded  with  the  Court,  being  dius  publicly  called 
upon  to  contribute  a  portion  of  their  falaries  and  emoluments  at 
this  jundhire  to  the  fervice  of  the  State,  is,  that  it  will  make  the 
people  at  large  more  contented  under  the  weight  of  thofe  burdens, 
which  at  prefent  they  are  fcarce  able  to  bear,  and  which,  with  the 
new  and  firelh  accumulation  that  muft  neceffarily  accrue,  nothing 
but  feeing  the  luxurious  oiBces  and  ftations  about  the  Court  contri- 
buting a  confiderable  part,  with  an  open  and  apparent  economy  in 
the  expenditure,  can  render  tolerable  or  to  be  endiued.  There  is 
anodicr  reafon,  which,  I  confefs,  weighs  ftrongly  in  niy  jnind  fiw 
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prefling  forward  this  meafure  at  the  prcfent  moment,  as  I   think 
Minii^ers  themfclves,  and  their  friends,  feeling  in  their  own  perfons 
tiie  diftrefling  efFefts  of  the  continuance  of  the  war,  by  that  diminu- 
tion of  their  income,  which  every  other  perfon  muft  neceffarily  expe- 
Tience,  may   induce  them  to  be  the  more  hearty  and  ftrcnuous  in 
their  endeavours  to  put  an  end  to  this  unfortunate  war,  in  which 
we  are  fo  unhappily  engaged.     But  how  much  the  reverie  is  the 
fa<9:,  as  the  cafe  now  ftands !      Minifters  thcmfelves  are  the  laft  who 
feel  the  weight   and  oppreffion   of  the  burdens  they  bring  upon 
ethers.     Whether  it  is  peace  or  war,  their  incomes  are  the-fame  ; 
whether  trade  ^oes  on  well  or  ill,  it  matters  not  to  them.     Whe- 
Aer  the  want  of  employ  amongft  the  manufadhirers  makes  a  stag- 
nation in  the  market  for  the  produce  of  the  land  for  their  fubfift- 
ence,  or  of  the  raw  material  for  their  employment,  they  feel  none 
of  the  inconveniences  attending  it.     The  harveft  of  their  fields,  the 
golden  fleeces  of  their  flocks,  are  fure  of  a  ready  market,  undepre- 
ciated in  value,    however  much  the  produce  of  other  perfons*  pro- 
.  pcrty  may  be  diminiflied  ;  however  the  weekly  earnings  of  the  ma- 
nufadturer  may  decrcafe,  till,  from  having  abundance  to  fupply,  even 
to  luxury  in  his  idea,  the  wants  and  defires  of  his  family,  he  even 
becomes  a  burden  to  the  very  parifli  which  his  induftry  ufed  to  be- 
nefit and  enrich.     That  fuch  is  the  cafe,  we  have  but  too  ftrong 
an  inftance  in  the  increafe  of  the  poor  ra^es  in  every  manufafturing 
town  in  the  kingdom,  perhaps  in  none  more  than  the  city  of  Nor- 
wich.    So  indeed  has  periflied  commerce,  under  the  baneful  coun- 
cils that  prevail.     Yet  if  this  poor  manufadhwer  complains,  he  is 
ready  to  be  called  fadlious  ;  if  he  exprefles  himfelf  feelingly,  and 
jperhaps  warmly,  for  the  melancholy  change  that  has  been  made '  in 
his  circumflances,  which  he  thinks  the  profufion,  prodigality,  and 
bad  policy  of  His  Majefty's  Minifters  have  brought  upon  him.      I 
wilh  gentlemen  to  bear  in  their  minds,  that  the  calamities  of  another 
countiy  have  firft  fprung  from  the  unbounded  corruption  and  prodi- 
gality of  the  Court,  giving  luxury  in  the  extreme  to  thcmfelves  and 
their  followers,  and  penury  and  want  to  the  millions  that  furround- 
ed  them.     Let  them  not,  in  this  inftance,  fliew  ^  unwillingnefs, 
by  refifting  this  bill,  to  aflift  in  lightening  the  neceflfary  burdens  on 
the  people  at  lai^ge  ;  by  refufing  to  contribute  a  part  of  their  in- 
.  come  to  the  public  fervice. 

If  tiiere  be  really  reafon  to  fuppofe  there  is  any  difcontcnted  fpirit 
'  exifting  in  the  country,  which  it  is  my  firm  belief,  to  any  degree, 
there  is  not,  it  is  much  wifer  for  Minifters  to  endeavour  to  conci- 
liate the  minds  of  the  people,  by  adopting  propofitions  of  the  nature 
of  the  CMie  I  have  the  honour  to  propofe,  by  (hewing  they  are  wil- 
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ling  to  bear  a  full  propordon  of  the  neceflary  and  new  burdens  that 
muft  fall  upon  the  people  at  lai^ge,  than  by  fuch  declaratiom  as  I 
heard  die  other  night,  to  infult  and  irritate  their  feelings.  I  allude 
to  a  declaration  made  by  His  Majefiy's  Minifler,  that  the  new 
corps  of  fencibles  were  not  more  for  the  purpofe  of  refiAing  anf 
foreign  attack  that  might  be  made  upon  this  country,  than  for  re- 
pelling any  attempt  of  internal  commotion  that  might  be  made.-— 
Miferable,  indeed,  muft  be  the  ftate  of  the  country,  if  we  are  un- 
der the  necefllity  of  arming  one  part  of  the  people  to  keep  the  other 
in  order.  There  is  fomething  bad  at  the  bottom,  when  the  people 
are  forced  to  be  dragooned  into  an  obedience  to  the  laws  of  their 
countiy. 

Havir^,  I  fear,  tired  the  Houfc  in  explaining  my  reafons  for 
ad(^ing  the  meafure  I  have  to  propofe,  I  will  only  fhortly  ftate, 
that  the  objc£t  of  the  bill  is,  not  to  include  any  penfion  or  iinecure 
place  under  2 col.  per  annum.  That  one- fourth  part  of  the  net 
produce  of  all  efficient  places  above  500I.  a  year, '  after  all  the  prc^ 
fent  exifting  dedudions  are  difchaiged,  ihall  be  applied  to  the  public 
fervice  during  the  continuance  of  the  war. — All  penfions  and  fine- 
cure  places,  above  200I.  per  annum,  to  pay  one  half  of  the  net 
amount  to  the  Public  during  the  war,  except  where  fuch  penfion  or 
finccure  place  has  been  given  as  a  reward  for  fome  eminent  fervice 
rendered  to  the  Public. — All  penfions  and  finecure  places,  in  the 
hands  of  thofe  who  hold  other  efficient  places,  fhall  be  wholly  ap- 
plied to  the  fervice  of  the  Public  during  the  war  ;  allowing  to  the 
Deputy  his  accuftomed  ftipend  for  executing  the  form  of  the  office, 
where  no  real  official  fervice  is  required  ;  under  which  defcription 
there  are  many  exifting  offices  in  the  Exchequer,  and  fundry  other 
departments.  The  exception  to  go  to  the  Judges  of  the  land,  the 
Speakers  of  both  Houfesof  Parliament,  Ambaftadors,  decayed  Of- 
ficers of  His  Majefty's  army  and  navy,  and  their  widows.  The 
blanks  in  the  bill  being  left  open,  it  will  leave  it  in  the  power  of 
the  Committee  to  incrcafe  or  diminifti  the  proportion  of  the  fums  to 
be  applied  to  the  public  fervice,  out  of  each  defcription  of  office  or 
penfion,  in  any  manner  the  Houfe  may  think  proper,  when  the  bill 
ftiall  be  before  the  Committee.  The  a6l  to  be  in  force  during  the 
continuance  of  the  war. 

I  have  endeavoured  to  follow  precedents  that  have  paffed  the 
Houfe,  and  where  I  have  varied  from  them,  it  has  been  to  make 
the  operation  of  the  aft  prefs  lefs  hard  upon  the  pcrfons  who  may  be 
aflFeSed  by  it.  I  am  happy,  when  I  look  to  your  journals,  to  find 
I  am  only  following  the  example  of  other  well-wiftiers  to  their 
country.     In  169 1,  it  was,  on  a  motion  of  Admiral  Ruflcll,   re- 
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Hblred,  nem,  cm,j  that  all  places  above  500I.  a  fear,  (hould  be  ap- 
plied for  the  fcrvice  of  the  war :  and,  much  to  my  fatisfiiAion,  I 
fonnd  the  fervarits  of  the  Crown  at  that  day  holdmg  offices  to  be 
affe6led  by  it,  (landing  forenioft  in  fupport  of  the  motion.  And  i 
do  hope  thofe  in  the  fame  fituation  (for  never  could  be  a  greater  cc- 
caiion  than  the  prefent)  will  now  come  forward  in  fupport  of  the 
fame  jMopofition,  only  more  lenient  to  tliofe  who  may  be  affefted  by 
k  ;  and  in  that  cafe,  I  have  no  doubt  of  its  fuceefs.  I  may  hear, 
perhaps,  that  the  emoluments  of  office,  arc  as  much  the  property  of 
the  holders,  as  the  property  of  any  other  individual.  A  nation 
may,  like  an  individual,  in  the  flow  of  profperity,  be  liberal  to 
profufion ;  but  when  the  day  of  need  and  neceflitj'^  comes,  he  may 
be  obliged  to  draw  back  a  portion  of  his  liberalit)' ;  and  follow  that 
found  do£trine  in  equity,  that  a  man  niuft  be  juft  before  he  can  be 
geinerous.  We,  therefore,  as  guardians  of  the  public  pt^rfe,  ought 
to  be  juft  to  the  neceflities  of  the  State,  before  we  are  profiifely  ge- 
neit>us  to  the  individuals  that  compofe  it.  I  avoid  entering  into 
the  long  lift  that  wilt  come  under  the  effeft  of  the  bill,  which,  if 
we  are  fuffered  to  inveftigate,  will  produce  a  fum  for  the  fervice  of 
the  Public,  little  fliort,  I  apprehend',  of  the  amount  of  fubfcrip- 
tions  which  Minifters  are  wanting  to  promote. 

Much  more  might,  and  I  dare  fay  will,  be  better  faid  by  others 
in  fupport  of  the  motion,  which  I  fhall  now  make,  "  Tha^  leave 
be  given  to  bring  in  a  bill  for  the  purpofe  of  appropriating  a  certain 
part  of  the  emoluments  arifingfrom  penfions  and  finecure  places,  for 
the  fervice  of  the  Public,  during  the  continuance  of  the  war,  at 
the  difpofal  of  Parliament ;  and  alfo  for  the  purpofe  of  appr^riaring 
.  a  part  of  the  emoluments  arifmg  from  efficient  places,  amounting 
to  nK)re  than  a  i^ified  fum,  to  be  applied  to  the  fame  purpofe." 

Mr.  COKE  feconded  the  motion.      He  returned  his  finccrc 

* 

thanks  to  his  honourable  friend,  for  bringing  it  forward  at  the  pre- 
fcnt  period,  when  refources  were  at  fo  low  an  ebb,  as  that  it  {hould 
be  thought  neceffary  to  extend  them,  by  means  of  voluntaiy  fub- 
fcriptions,  and  unconftitutional  benevolences.  He  did  not  think  it 
poffAle  that  thofe  gentlemen  who  were  the  advocates  of  that  meafure 
could  refiife'  ccmcurring  in  the  prefent,  and  thofe  who  thought  the 
profecution  of  the  war  fo  neceflary  for  the  fecurrty  and  prefervation 
of  our  Conftitution.  The  county  (Norfolk)  which  hit  had  the  honour 
to  reprefent,  were  very  much  diffatisfied  with  the  war,  and  the  great 
and  opulent  city  of  Norwich  had  feverely  felt  its  efFedls  ;  the  poor 
rates,  which  in  no  odier  war  ever  exceeded  more  than  17,000!. 
this  year  amounted  to  the  enormous  fum  of  2 1  ,oool.     He  farcaftt- 
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cally  complimented  the  Minifler  on  his  ocmftkutiomd  principles,  and 
vay  condliadng  difpofition,  and  had  no  doubt  he  had  patriodfm 
enough  to  give  up  all  his  iinecure  emoluments  for  the  public  fervioe^ 
by  way  of  ammating  others  to  follow  the  example. 

Mr.  DRAKE  obferved,  that  the  diftrefs  that  was  felt  by  die 
city  of  Norwich  (to  fpeak  uncommercially)  was  not  attributable  to 
the  prefent  war,  for  the  prefent  war  was  founded  on  adamantine  ho- 
nour. Regarding  die  manner  in  which  gentlemen  came  forward 
with  voluntary  contributions,  the  queftion  then  before  die  Houfe 
(he  did  not  mean  any  rcfledbn  on  the  very  grave  and  admoniihable 
inover)  was  pitiful  and  ridiculous.  The  inconfiflency  of  an  honour- 
able gendeman  (Mr,  Windham)  was  glorious  and  manly.  When 
(toLi  honourable  gendeman  varied  his  opimon,  he  had  juft  reafon  for 
lo  doing.  He  difclaimed  the  plan  that  was  propofed  to  aflift  the  fi- 
nances of  the  countiy — 

*^  Noa  taU  ausdlio^  nee  defenlbribus  iflis,  temput  eget.** 

Themeafure  brought  forward  was  an  attempt  to  embarrafs  the  mea* 
fures  of  Adminiftradon.  When  he  (aw  all  the  weight  in  the  coun- 
ty fuppordng  the  juft,  the  neceflary  and  the  meritorious  war  in  which 
we  were  engaged,  when  he  faw  the  noble,  die  magnanimous,  the 
brave,  die  valiant  country,  Ireland,  moft  cordially  and  warmly 
e^ufing  and  co-operating  in  the  caufe,  he  muft  of  neceffity  depre- 
cate the  meafure.  This  was  a  war  in  defence  of  our  lives,  our 
liberty,  our  property,  our  Conffitution,  our  religion,  our  hopes  of 
immortality  and  vitality ! 

Mr.  HOBART  admitted,  that  poflibly  die  poor  rates  for  the  laft 
quarter,  for  die  city  of  Norwich,  might  have  amounted  to  the  rate 
of  2o,oool.  per  annum;  but  that  would  not  be  die  cafe  for  the 
whole  year,  for  now  every  manufadurer  in  that  town  who  chofe^ 
might  be  employed,  as  the  King  of  Pruflia  had  given  fome  extenfive 
orders :  the  diftreffcs  of  that  city,  he  contended,  did  not  arife  from  the 
war,  but  frwn  an  ediA  of  the  Emprefs  of  Ruflia,  prohibiting  the 
importation  of  certain  of  their  manufafturcs  into  her  dominions. 

Mr.  HAWKINS  BROWNE  faid  he  had  given  eveiy  attention 
in  Ms  power  to  the  honourable  mover's  fpeech  ;  he  conceived  the 
motion  to  be  brou^t  forward  on  different  grounds ;  firft,  that  the 
war  wasunnecefl&ry;  he  thought  if  there  was  no  other  ground  of 
objeffion  to  the  motion,  this  was  a  fufficient  one,  becaufe  in  agree- 
ing to  it  we  muft  contradidl  the  fevcral  rcfolutions  and  addreffes  on 
the  Journals,  aft  contrary  to  the  opinion  of  a  great  majority  of  that 
Houfe,  and,  he  trufted,  a  much  greater  majority  out  of  doors.  The 
•  ttcxt  point  was,  that  of  voluntary  conVibutions  i  he  contended,  that 
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n6w  Ac  public  fpirit  was  dallcd  forth,  it  was  not  proper  to  diftin* 
guUh  one  particular  fet  of  men  from  the  reft  of  their  brethren,  by 
snaking  their  contributions  compulfory,  whilft  thofe  of  the  others 
were  voluntary.  He  contended,  that  what  the  Minifter  enjoyed, 
was  no  more  than  •  the  well-deferved  reward  of  the  application  of 
thofe  talents  to  the  fcrvice  of  his  country,  which  applied  in  any  other 
way,  muft  have  infured  him  an  ample  fortune.  The  precedents 
quoted  by  the  honourable  mover,  he  infifted,  did  not  apply,  as  the 
esq^nces  of  the  prefent  day  exceed  thofe  of  the  period  of  1 69 1  fo 
much,  that  a  man  could  afford,  at  that  time,  to  live  better  on  500!. 
thain  he  could  at  the  prefent  day  on  loool.  He  reprobated  the 
motion  in  every  point  of  view  in  which  it  could  be  taken,  as  ufeleis 
and  unnecef&ry 

Mr.  MONTAGU  thought  the  prefent  motion  of  a  dangerous 
tendency,  as  it  went  to  cpnfirm  that  opinion  which  had  been  lb  much 
endeavoured  to  be  promulgated  in  the  various  feditious  publications 
which  had  gone  forth  to  the  people ;  that  a  greater  fum  was  paid  for 
the  Government  by  the  people,  than  fuch  Government  was  worth  ; 
this  he  thought  an  opinion  of  a  hature  too  alarming  for  that  Houfe 
to  give  any  fanSion  to.  He  entered  into  an  eulogiuni  of  the  talents 
and  great  exertions  of  the  Minifter  (Mr.  Pitt,)  for  which  he  thought 
no  fum  of  money,  however  great,  was  an  adequate  compenfadon. 
He  admitted  his  partiality  for  the  right  honourable  gentleman^  but 
wilhed  to  know  if  gentlemen  on  the  other  fide  had  not  iimilar  attach- 
ments, and  did  not  think  fome  talents  could  not  be  too  highly  re- 
warded. 

Mr.  CURWEN  faid,  that  particular  men  were  not  the  obje£t 
of  tlie  queftion  then  before  them  ;  it  was  of  a  general  nature  :  he 
ihould  expefl,  if  thofe  gentlemen  in  whom  he  placed  a  confidence, 
(and  which  he  did  not  think  a  very  diftant  profpedt,)  were  in  power, 
that  he  fhould  exercife  the  fame  ability  and  the  fame  exertion  that 
he  then  did  for  attaining  the  fame  objeft.  When  men  in  whom  he 
had  no  confidence  were  in  power,  he  feared,  that  at  fome  future 
period,  thofe  perfon^  who  attempted  to  draw  into  precedent  the 
circular  letter  of  1782  as  a  ground  for  oppofite  condud  in  1794, 
might,  by  fimilar  ingenuity,  torture  the  proceedings  of  that  night 
into  a  precedent  foreftabliftiing  corrupt  influence.  The  charge  of 
corruption  upon  Members  of  that  Houfe,  exifted  upon  their  journals, 
where  it  was  dire6Uy  faid,  they  had  not  come  into  that  Houfe  to 
ferve  their  country,  but  under  corrupt  influence  ;  and  whence  arofc 
that  corrupt  influence  ?  AflTuredly  from  the  exiftence  of  foiecurc 
places  and  penfions.  He  contended  that  thofe  gentlemen  who  pro- 
pofed  voluntary  contributions,  ^and  great  perfonal  exertions  in  the 
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prefent  war,  could  never  ftate  any  folid  objddtion  to  the  pidcnt  mo^ 
tion.  It  appeared  extremely  neceflary  at  this  alarming  and  impor- 
tant crifisy  that  the  difpofition  of  the  burdens  ihould  be  equal,  fince 
eveiy  perfon  more  readily  and  more  contentedly  would  bear  hisJoad, 
vhoi  he  perceived  it  the  common  lot  of  all*  What  better  demon- 
ibation  of  unanimity  could  there  be,  than  that  of  the  patriots  of 
1 69 1,  which  he  recommended  as  a  pattern  upon  the  prefent  occa- 
fion  ?  Shall  it  go  forth,  that  at  this  enlig^tenod  period  we  are  lefe 
attached  to  the  fafety  and  Interefts  of  our  country  than  they  were? 
Surely  not,  ^d  therefore  he  hoped  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer did  x¥oC  mean  to  pafs  it  by.  What  the  means  would  be,  or 
^t  the  quantity  of  proftti  he  did  not  pretend  to  tell,  but  he  fi^ 
ported  the  motion  folely  on  the  grounds  of  cordiality. 

Mr.  BURKE  faid,  that  the  great  merit  of  a  jeft  was  the  ferious 
carriage  and  deportment  of  him  who  was  the  author  of  it,  who, 
while,  he  made  every  pne  around  him  laugh,  preferved  himfelf  a 
grave  afped.  The  hoiuxirable  gentleman  who  had  brought  forward 
the  prefent  motion  feemed  to  pofiefs  this  talent  in  an  eminent  de- 
gree, for  he  had  in  the  moA  grave  and  ferious  language,  brought 
forward  a  proportion  at  which  he  mud  not  only  lau^  inwardly 
himfelf,  but  muft  know  that  others  will  laugh  openly.  The  mo* 
tion  feemed  to  be  of  a  twofold  nature,  charitable  and  political ;  and 
the  lad  firft,  the  policy  was  charitable,  and  as  for  ^e  charity,  it 
was  wholly  political.  It  was  held  out,  as  the  charity  to  relieve  the 
diflreffed  manufa£turer$  of  the  country,  but  the  policy  was  to  re- 
lieve the  diffareiled  manufadlurers  of  ads  of  Parliament.  The 
gentlemen  were  very  compaflfionate  indeed,  efpecially  to  the  poor ; 
but  their  compaflion  reminded  him  of  the  late  Queen  Motherj  who 
when  Somerfet  houfe  was  building,  ufed  to  look  at  the  profpeA  on 
the  Surry  fide  of  the  water,  and  think  of  their  poor  inhabitants, 

■  "  Whofe  dwellings  lie 

**  Firft  in  her  care,  and  always  in  her  eye.'* 

He  fuppofed  that  when  the  honourable  gentleman  brou^t  fuch  a 
motion  forward,  which  was  to  be  an  object  of  revenue,  and  was  to 
go  in  aid  of  the  refources  of  his  country,  that  fome  calculation  would 
have  been  produced  to  (hew  how  much  would  be  faved  to  the  country 
by  the  propofed  retrenchment ;  but  no  fuch  thing  had  been  done. 
Much  was  faid  of  the  diftrefles  of  the  manufadhircrs  of  thecountry; 
but  it  was  fomcwhat  extraordinary,  that  of  late,  gentlemen  feemed 
to  confine  all  thcfe  diftrefles  and  miferics  to  the  city  of  Norwich, 
and  feemed  to  forget  entirely  the  various  odicr  manufadturing  towns  ^ 
all  over  the  kingdom,  for  which  he  might  poflibly  be  able  to  aflign       ^ 
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fonie  charitable  caufe^  The  propofidon  in  itfdf  he  coniidered  of  the 
moft  dangeious  kind,  as  it  went  to  a  dired  invafion  of  the  rights  and 
properdes  of  individuals,  for  the  emoluments  of  places  held  under 
the  Ciown,  were  pofleflions  as  facred  as  that  of  any  landed  property 
in.  the  country,  and  a  modon  mi^t  as  weU  be  made  for  taking  a 
ceitain  part  of  the  property  of  a  man  who  ^poflefled  ten  or  twenty 
thoufand  a  year,  which  might  be  coniidered  as  a  iinecuref  as  he  had 
done  nothing  for  it ;  and  fuch  was  the  firft  be^nning  of  thofe  inno- 
vations in  France,  where  die  peojde  firft  ftruck  at  die  (inecure  places, 
then  made  retrenchments  in  the  lalaries  annexed  to  efficient  places ; 
that  barrier  once  broke  down,  they  made  their  attack  on  die  landed 
property ;  and  finally,  the  monied  property  of  die  country  fell  a  (acri- 
fice ;  he  was  furprifed  how  the  honourable  gentleman  dared' to  have 
made  fuch  a  motion.     [Mr.  Burke  was  called  to  order.] 

Mr.  M.  A.  TAYLOR  faid,  diat  he  fhould  never  fufFer  any 
gendeman  in  that  Houfe  to  ufe  the  word  dare ;  in  refped)  to  a  motion 
which  he  was  warranted  by  the  rules  and  forms  of  that  Houfe  to 
make,  without  calling  him  to  order. 

Mr.  Chancellor  PnTT  faid,  that  he  conceived  the  term  did  not 
apply  in  the  manner  which  the  honourable  gendeman  (Mr.  Taylor) 
imagined  it;  the  idea  of  the  honourable  Member  who  had  ufed  it, 
muft  have  been,  that  he  was  furprifed  how  any  man  with  a  view  to 
the  Gonfequences,  dared  to  make  fuch  a  motion. 

The  SPEAKER  faid,  diat  he  was  himfelf  in  doubt  whcdier  he 
fhould  have  called  the  right  honourable  gentleman  to  order  when  he 
ufed  the  term ;  but  an  idea  that  it  was  ufed  as  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  had  explained  it,  prevented  him.  He  aifured  the  ho- 
nourable Member  (Mr.  Taylor)  who  fpoke  to  order,  that  if  he  had 
coniidered  any  violation  of  order  to  have  been  committed,  he  (hould 
have  interfered. 

Mr.  BURKE  faid  that  he  (hould  take  every  precaution  not  to 
give  any  caufe  of  complaint,  by  ulidg  any  term  that  might  be  ofFen- 
five.  As  he  was  not  a  very  daring  fpirit,  he  had  no  predilection 
for  the  word  dare,  which  was  fo  obnoxious  that  he  would  not  dare 
again  to  ufe  it.  That  the  retrenchment  propofed  would  be  any 
matter  of  ferious  refource  to  the  country  he  denied ;  it  was  held  up 
as  a  pretended  relief  for  the  poor,  but  the  people  of  England  knew 
too  well  the  inefficacy  of  fuch  a  refburcc  to  be  fo  deceived,  or  to  fuf- 
fcr  themfelves  to  be  impofcd  upon  fo  far  as  to  be  led  to  imagine  that 
this  meafure  could  afford  any  real  alleviation  of  the  burdens  which 
they  felt ;  fo  paltry  and  infignificant  were  the  retrenchments  that 
could  be  made  in  die  place  and  penfion  lift,  "  That  it  would  fcarce 
procure  fmall-beer  for  a  finglc  night  for  the  poor  of  die  cityof  Nor- 
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wicb."    He  was  fine  ihaty  if  tbe  Government  had  no  better  re- 
fources  than  thefci  they  muft  loon  put  an  end  to  die  war.     When. 
he  confidered  the  efficient  offices,  he  confidered  alfo  the  dignity  of 
neceffity  attached  to  them*     Miniilers  are  fugitive  brings ;  here  to- 
day and  gone  to-morrow.     Mankind  themfdves  are  fo, .  and  there-  * 
fore  effident  offices  muft  have  efficient  means,  or  the  bufinefs  will 
be  needed.     A  State  muft  befupported  by  abilities,  and  abilities 
by  rank  and  appearance.      There  wss  an  old-fiilhtoned  author, 
whom  he  fuppofed  the  gentlemen  would  now.  treat  as.  a  ftrange,  dog^ 
matical,  contemptible  fellow :  he  meant  Livy  the  hiftorian,  who, 
fpeaking  of  his  countiymen  the  Romans,  lays,  **  Our  nation  may 
be  the  pooreft  upon  earth,  it  is  true ;  but  our  Magiftrates  furpafTed 
all  others  in  dignity  and  fpiendor."     Let  any  perfon  reflect  within 
himfelf,  whether  he  would  give  the  lame  w^es  to  his  game-keeper 
as  his  footman.     Does  any  gentleman  ^ve  the  fame  wages  to  a  boy 
in  his  ftable  as  to  his  cook,  who  entertains  his  friends  when  they 
join  in  feftivity  with  him?  Men  in  office  muft  fupport  their  rank, 
diey  have  e}cpences  of  a  different  nature  to  thofe  of  ordinary  people  ; 
they  have  their  condition,  dignity,  duties  and  importance  of  their 
fituation  to  regard.    He  dierefore  did  not  know  what  was  too  much 
for  them.     The  meafure  propofed,  he  confidered  objedionable  alfo,. 
beeaufe  it  went  merely  to  anfwer  a  temporary  inconvenience.    Muft 
the  Conftitution  and  the  regulation  of  the  :State  be  fuipended  every 
time  that  any  foreign  power  chofe  to  prohibit  tbe  importation  of  any 
manu&dhire,  which  might  occafton  a  temporary  diftrefs  i  Money 
ym  not  the  means  whereby  diftrefted  manufacturers  were  to  be  re- 
lieved ;  to  give  them  money  would  be  to  make  them  idle,  and  pre* 
vent  their  return  to  induftry :  if  they  chanced  by  misfortune  to  fail 
into  poverty,  or  diftrefs,  their  folc  relief  muft  be  from  Heaven. 
The  man  who  difturbs  the  order  and  peace  of  his  country  by  agi- 
tating violent  opinions,  cheats  the  poor  and  injures  the  manu£K- 
turer  much  more  than  any  other.     The  falaries  of  the  fervants  of 
the  Crown  were  far  from  being  adequate  to  their  fervices ;  the  Crown 
had  no  mode  of  providing  for  them  as  formerly,  as  Lord  Salifbury 
^d  other  great  Minifters  had  been  provided  for.     He  confeifed,  ' 
that  he  was  not  able  to  fet  any  precife  value  upon  the  abilities  of  any 
inan.     What  could  any  man  think  would  be  an  adequate  compen- 
sation for  the  entire  application  of  fuch  talents  as  Mr.  Erlkine's, 
^ch  he  (Mr.  B.)  certainly  rated  very  high.     He  then  recom- 
mended gentlemen  to  read  Lord  Somers'  fpeech  upon  the  bankers^ 
a  wife  and  able  compofition  ;  and  yet,  notwithftanding  this  fpeech 
"light  appear  at  firft  injurious  to  his  intcreft,  he  was  aifterwards  re- 
warded as  he  defervcd  by  a  no  Icfs  fum  than  35,000!. 
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Mr.  Biirke  continued  to  remark,  that  in  his  time  he  had  feen 
many  great  men  leave  the  fldge  with  lean  and  inadequate  fortunes. 
Perhaps  it  was  cxpeftcd  that  great  men  fliould  fervc  the  Public  as 
they  are  commanded  to  ferve  God  Almi^ty^  with  all  thdr  heart, 
with  all  their  mind,  with  all  their  foul,  and  with  all  their  ftrength. 
He  contended  that  as  a  matter  of  refource,  Ae  meafure  was  trifling 
and  inadequate ;  as  a  meafure  of  policy,  miftaken ;  fudi  a  propofi- 
tbn  had  been  brou^t  forward  once  belFore  in  that  Houfe ;  he  oppo- 
fed  it  upon  that  occaficxi,  and  (hould  purfue  the  fame  line  of  coildu6t 
with  regard  to  the  prefent  motion. 

Mr.  SHERIDAN  declared,  that  notwithflanding  Ac  lingular 
language  held  by  the  right  honourable  gentleman  who  had  Juft  fat 
down,  he  would  dare  to  defend  Ae  meafure  pmpofed,  and  fubje^ 
himfelf  to  Ae  imputation  fo  liberally  bcflowed  by  him  upon  all  who 
fhould  Aink  ferioufly  in  its  favour.    Before,  however,-  he  proceeded 
to  a  difcuffion  of  the  quefHon,  he  could  not  avoid  congratulating 
certain  gentlemen  on  Ae  oAer  (ide  of  the  houfe,  on  Ae  filence  which 
they  prcfervcd  upon  Ae  occaiion,  and. which  appeared  fo  charade- 
rifiic  of  Aofe  lentinients  which  no  doubt  Aey  would  evince  by  Aeir 
decifion.     If  Aey  had  been  iilent,  however,  Aey  did  not  appear 
abfolutely  void  of  fenfibility ;  for  when  Ae  honourable  gentleman 
ftiited  to  Aem  a  precedent  in  juftification  of  his  motion,  Aey  flared, 
as  if  Aey  had  heard  of  fome  antiquated  tale  of  Ae  virtuous  days  of 
Greece  or  Rome,  not  of  an  inftance  of  the  condutS:  which  this  coun- 
try had  ever  adopted  or  put  in  pnuSKce.    Adverting  to  Ae  ailments 
juft  advanced  by  the  right  honourable  gentieman,  he  confeffed  he 
felt  a  d^ree  of  aftoniAment  inconceivable ;  and  particularly  fo  as 
coming  from  him  of  all  men  living ;  nor  could  he,  wiAout  having 
heard  him,  have  believed  it  poflible  he  could  poifefs  fo  abfolute  a 
forgetfiilnefs  of  all  Aat  had  paft  at  former  periods,  and  of  tranfafUons 
in  which  he  had  himfelf  Aone  fo  conf{»cuoufly.    The  right  honour- 
able gentleman  had  rebuked  Ae  feconder  of  Ae  motion  for  noticing 
the  mode  in  which  the  Minifter  had  come  into  power,  and  faid,  of 
VfbBt  confequence  was  it  how  one  came  in,  or  how  he  went  out. 
Does  he  himfelf  fo  totally  foiget  Aofe  fentiments  which  he  has  fo 
firmly  recorded,  and  by  which  he  has  branded  to  all  pofterity  Ae 
mode  in  which  that  Minifter  had  entered  on  and  perfevered  in  Ae 
pofleflion  cf  his  prefent  ftaticxi  ?  He  had  expreifed  his  aftoniAment 
at  Ae  idea  of  that  Houfe  attempting  to  meafure  Ae  proportion  of 
rewards  which  Ae  Crown,  was  to  diftribute.     Docs  he  again  foiget 
that  he  had  himfelf  done  precifely  the  fame  Aing  when  he  brought 
fcMTward  the  bill  known  by  his  name,  and  which  reflefled  fo  much 
honour  on  him,  for  regulating  and  limitii^  the  civil  lift  of  Ae  Crown ) 
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and  ifl  Mch  be  had  rdfaiSed.  die  amount  of  the  fidaries  or  rewaids 
which  were  to  be  annexed  to  various  oiSces ;  amoi^  die  itft^  to  hit 
own,  of  Paymafter  to  the  fivoes,  which  he  reduced  to  a  fidaiy  of 
4000L  per  annum  ?  In  like  manner,  and  upon  the  lame  principle^ 
did  the  Minifter  oEt  upon  a  former  occaiion,  vrbcn  be  limited  the 
falaries  of  the  firft  Lord  of  the  Treafuiy,  the  Secretaries  of  Stat^ 
and  other  great  ofiicers ;  in  bodiinftances  trenchixig  upon  the  aflerted 
rig^of  the  Crown.  But  does  the  right  honourabie  geiid^^ftian  meaa 
to  aiTert  that  the  Crown  poflefles  die  fole  ri^t  of  judging  what  re- 
wards were  to  be  beflowed  upon  public  fervants  ?  Then  he  would 
aikhimwhoit  was  that  is  obliged  topay  thofe  rewards?  He  had  put 
Aecafe  of  a  private  family,  and  aiked  whedier  the  mafter  was  not 
^  proper  judge  in  die  diffaibudon  of  rewards ;  and  if  dxife  rewards 
Iboidd  be  die  fame  to  all  clafics  of  his  fervants  i  He  was  ready  to 
adopt  Ae  principle  of  his  comparifon,  and  to  agree,  that  in  both 
cafes,  thofe  who  pay,  were  the  prc^r  judges  of  what  Ihould  be  paid. 
The  next  princijAe  upon  which  the  ri^t  honourable  gendeman  oppo- 
fed  the  pidfent  itx>don,  was,  on  account  of  the  difcontent  which  the 
expcrfiut  of  the  numberlefi  places  now  enjoyed,  mi^t  occafion 
throughout  the  countiy ;  and  yet,  what  was  the  principal  and  lead* 
ing  feature  upon  which  his  bill  proceeded  ?  To  fhew  the  evils  at* 
tendant  on  enormous  places,  and  to  produce  reform  in  thofe  evils  by 
abolifhing  a  number  of  thofe  places.  Where  at  that  time,  was 
ills  tendemefs,  when  he  fet  fo  many  adrift  unprovided  for  and  un* 
proteSed  ?  The  public  good  he  called  it,  which  he  confidered  as 
F^^^mount  to  every  other  coniiderad«n,  and  to  which  he  then 
thought  that  every  odier  confidcradon  was  to  pve  way.  The  rig^ 
iionourable  gendeman  ridiculed  die  prefent  motion,  becaufe  he  con- 
ceived die  byipg  it  would  produce  would  be  but  trifling.  Did  he 
himfelf  ccmfider  the  faving  which  his  bill  was  to  produce,  as  forming 
no  obje6t  of  attention  ?  And  yet  he  would  affirm,  that  the  utmoft 
extent  of  favings  under  that  bill  was  contemptible,  and  as  nothings 
compared  to  what  might  be  produced  by  the  meafure  now  propofed. 
And  where  he  talked  of  dicfe  favings  not  affording  the  poor  of  Nor* 
^ch  (mail  beer  to  their  fuppers,  they  muft  be  great  fwillers  indeed; 
K  in  fad,  if  well  applied,  they  would  afford  a  comfortable  fup- 
port  for  a  great  (hare  oJF  the  poor  of  the  whole  kingdom.  A  Ihort 
view  of  the  detail  of  thofe  places  would  readily  cftablilh  this  fiift. 
In  the  firft  place,  there  was  one  fingle  place  (Auditor  of  the  Exche- 
quer) that  had  been  enjoyed  by  a  Nobleman  of  confiderable  private 
fortune,  from  which  he  muft  have  realized  near  half  a  million  of 
money  ftcrling.  OWerving  here  an  honoursable  Member  (Mr.  Rofe,) 
™ing,  he  humpuroufly  claimed  his  affiftance,  whom  he  confidered 
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as  fo  well  able  to  make  fuch  calculations,  and  obferved,  diat  if  a 
more  nice  account  fliould  reduce  the  total  to  two  or  three  hundred 
thoufand  pounds,  there  would  be  no  great  room  for  triumph. 
He  particularly  reprobated  the  pradice  of  thofe,  who,  upon  the 
prefcnt,  as  all  other  occafions,  jparticularly  parliamentary  reform, 
afieded  to  reprobate  any  attempt  «  amendment,  under  the  pretext, 
that  a  meafure  good  in  itfelf,  and  in  its  principle,  might  be  produc- 
tive of  mi(bhief,  by  being  carried  too  far.  If,  as  had  been  fo 
ponipoufly  difplayed  upon  various  occafions^  evciy  thing  we  held  dear* 
was  at  flake,  was  it  fo  prepofterous  to  call  on  thofe  who  gained  moft 
by  the  prefent  fyftem,  to  give  up  part  for  the  prcfervation  of  the 
remainder :  or  what  (hould  we  fay  of  that  moft  unparliamentary  and 
unconflitutional  meafure,  the  general  fubfcription ;  at  all  events  that 
(ubfcription  would  be  a  bad  criterion  by  which  to  judge  of  die  public 
fpirit ;  for  he  would  be  bold  to  fay  that  the  fum  total  of  all  that 
£hould  be  raifed  by  that  mode,  would  not  amount  to  what  might  be 
laved  in  the  fuppreflion  of  finecures.  Take  the  whole  amount  of 
the  fubfcriptions  throughout  the  kingdom,  and  they  would  not  be 
found  to  exceed  2oo,oool.  notwithflandlng  every  exertion  of  influ- 
ence and  authority  which  had  been  ufed.  He  did  not  believe  the 
Minifter  meant  to  repeat  this  experiment  next  year,  nor  yet  to  ad- 
mit that  the  public  fpirit  was  evaporated  ;*  there,  therefore,  could 
be  no  truth  in  the  infinuation,  that  the  French  would  fuppofe  our 
refources  exhaufted  by  the  prefent  meafure ;  but,  on  the  contrary, 
they  would  fee  greater  caufe  to  dread  us  when  they  beheld  us  cutting 
up  corruption  by  the  root.  When  he  heard  the  Minifter  and  others 
defcribing  in  fuch  high-flown  terms,  the  zeal  with  which  the  public 
Ipirit  promoted  the  prefent  fubfcription,  he  fliould  have  been  confi- 
dered  as  paying  fome  gentlemen  a  bad  compliment,  if  he  were  to 
eftimate  by  their  fortunes  the  amount  of  their  fubfcriptions  ;  elpeci- 
ally,  when  he  faw  that  fome  who  were  fo  liberal  in  their  praifes  and 
panegyric  had  annexed  to  their  names  the  paltry  fum  of  50I.  If, 
as  was  aflerted,  it  was  neccflary  for  our  exiftence  to  conquer  the 
French,  we  muft  do  it  by  beating  them  at  their  own  weapons,  and 
like  them,  it  would  be  neceflaiy  to  make  confiderablc  facrifices. 
Now  a  noble  Lord  (Mornington)  had  upon  a  former  debate  ftated, 
that  property  to  the  amount  of  40  ol.  a  year,  was  effeflive  only  to. 
&e  amount  of  II  ol.  and  he  wiflied  Minifters  and  gentlemen  holding 
places  to  adopt  this  propofition,  which  at  four  years  purchafe,  which 
he  fliould  be  glad  if  it  were  the  lorigeft  duration  of  the  conteft, 
^ould  produce  no  inconfiderable  income.  For  inftance,  if  a  noble 
coufin  of  the  Minifter's  (the  Marquis  of  Buckingham)  out  of  his 
place  as  teller  of  the  Exchequer,  were  to  give  up  8 cool,  a  year. 
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that  in  fbtifr  yean  wbtdd  irtake  a  fum  of  3  2j06oL  Another  couiin 
too  (Lofd  Grehville)  itlight  apply  400 6U  the  amount  of  his  place  of 
Raiiger  of  the  Park,  which  he  viSkded  not  to  receive,  but  which 
notwithftandirg  he  would  afTett  was  in  hH  np  &ving  at  all  to  the 
Public.  The  dthcr  Secretary  of  State,  out  of  his  multiplied  places 
dF  Treafuter  of  the  navyj  Prcfidcnt  of  the  Board  of  Controul,  &c. 
might  devote  the  profits  of  one  at  leaft  of  thofe  places  to  the  fame  pa* . 
ttiodc  purpofe.  To  thefe  might  be  added,  with,  perhaps,  fir^lar 
|>ropriety,  d  part  of  the  profits  of  the  gentleman  (Mr.  Rofe)  who  was 
fo  ekpert  at  ealeulatlcxi ;  and  who  upon  this  fubje<^  pofleiTed  an  ex- 
perience arid  a  fource  of  knowledge  not  inferior  to  any  of  them. 
Here  Mr.  Sheridan  f!ated  that  he  had  juft  had  put  into  his  hand  a 
lift  of  the  places  enjoyed  by  Mr.  Rofe,  but  which  as  being  too  long, 
he  ihdulft  decline  to  ftate.  However,  upoil  a  cry  of  "  Read! 
Read ! "  he  proceeded  to  enumerate  as  follows :  Clerk  of  the  Parlia- 
ment ;  Mafter  of  the  Pleas  Office ;  Surveyot  of  the  Green  Wax ; 
Secretary  to  the  Treafury,  t  place,  no  doubt.  Well  known  to  many 
gendcmert  of  that  Hoilfe.  Here  hefitating,  and  the  cry  of  "  Read !" 
being  repeated,  he  wUhed  to  know  whether  the  gentleman  was  not 
fufficiendy  fatisfied,  after  having  heard  four  enumerated  ;  in  fad, 
there  were  two  more  on  the  papery  but  being  written  with  a  pencil, 
he  could  not  make  them  out.  Returning  to  the  fubje£l  before  them, 
he  obfcrve^,  diat  the  Minifter  was  much  in  the  habit  of  boafting  of 
the  flourifliing  ftate  of  our  commerce  during  this  war ;  but  he  denied 
that  this  boaft  had  s^y  real  foundation,  if  We  attended  to  the  differ- 
ence between  the  prefent  and  late  war.  Then  we  were  at  war  with 
four  nations,  whofe  maritime  exertions  were  individually  powerful : 
now  we  had  t6  ciontend  but  with  one  whofe  Marine  was  at  leaft  crip- 
pled, if  not  annihilated.  The  ftate  likcwifc  of  our  manufadhires, 
Was  a  boaft  equally  unfounded ;  for  the  obfervationsof  the  gentleman 
(Mr.  Goke>)  who  feconded  the  motion,  was  not,  as  aflerted,  con- 
fined to  Norwich,  but  extended  to  the  whole  kingdom,  throughout 
which  the  manufadurers  was  ftarving,  and  who  could  be  rendered 
ferviceable  only  by  being  made  a  foldier  of  again.  That  Houfe  had 
•  been  every  year  accuftomed  to  hear  the  Minifter  make  a  difplay  of 
the  reduSiort  of  the  national  debt.  Now  he  would  afk,  when  any 
thing  fubftantial  in  that  way  was  to  take  place ;  die  anfwer  was  ob- 
vious \  it  was  a  dreanvwhich  never  could  be  realized.  By  the  pro- 
mifes  held  out,  we  were  to  arrive  at  a  peace  eftabliftiment ;  that  is, 
that  our  income  was  to  equal  our  expenditure,  befide  the  million 
^nual,  towards^e  redu6tionof  the  debt,  and  the  aoo,oool.  fur- 
plus.  That  piaiod,  notwithftanding  tiiefe  fplendid  promifes  had 
never  yet  arrived ;  and  he  would  affirm,  in  the  moft  pofitive  terms. 
Vol.  XXXVIII.  M 
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never,  by  the  event  of  this  war,  can  now  be  cxpcfled ;  becaufc,  if 
peace  were  hapfuly  efbiblifhtd  to-menrow,  our  efhibU(hments,  whe- 
ther military,  naval,  or  civil,  would  be  coniiderably  higher  than 
ever.    And  would  theMiniftcr  fey,  that  our  refources  would  increafe 
in  any  proportion  ?  He  was  fiire  he  could  not.     Another  principle 
there  was  which  called  for  their  ferious  attention.     The  Miniftcr 
had  formerly  come  forward  with  a  pompous  difplay  of  a  plan,  by 
which  on  any  future  war,  it  would  be  neceflary  to  fond  any  debt  to 
be  contraded,  in  fuch  a  manner,  that  the  whole  of  it  muft  be  paid 
within  a  certain  period.     This  principle  he  certainly  adhered  to, 
upon  the  firft  occalion  that  offered  after  its  adoption^     But  has  he 
perfevered  in  it  upon  the  prefent  oocafion  ?  No  fuch  thing !  It  was 
abandoned  and  gone  for  ever ;  and  with  it  had  vaniflied  away  the 
moft  diftant  profpeft  o(  a  reduction  of  the  national  debt.     On  the 
contrary,  they  had  nothing  to  look  to  in  the  future,  but,  as  initihe  paft, 
the  eternal  plea  of  tieceffity  to  juftify  or  excufc  the  repetition  of  new 
loans.     An  honourable  Member,  after  a  panegric  on  the  merits  of 
inconfiftency,  wWch  feemed  to  be  now  the  only  feature  and  charac- 
teriftic  of  fuperior  talents,  claimed  the  right  hereafter,  notwithftand- 
ing  his  oppofition  to  the  prefent  motion,  to  vote  for  the  entire  aboli- 
tion of  all  finecurc  places;  he  did  not  mean  to  difpute  that  right 
with  Wm  now,  mere  than  he  did  the  right  which  he  claimed  on  a 
former  occalion,  to  be  as  animated  as  hepleafed;  he  fhouldonly 
content  himfelf  with  declaring  his  fatisfa<Slion  of  being  of  the  num- 
ber of  thofe  dull,  phlegmatic  defcription  of  men,  who  boaft  of  that 
uniformity  of  principle  and  pra6Uce,  which  he  trufted  would  ever 
diftinguiih  thofe  with  whom  he  had  the  honour  and  happinefs  to  ad. 
To  thofe  who  were  alarmed  with  the  idea  of  the  iiovdty  of  the  pre- 
fent motion,  he  had  to  remind  them,  that  in  February  1783,  the 
prefent  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  moved,  in  conformity  to  His 
Majefty's  fpeech,  for  leave  to  bring  in  a  bill,  which  was,  in  effe<9:j 
but  a  continuance  of  that  whidi  refledled  fo  much  honour  on  a  ri^t 
honourable  gentleman  (Mr.  Burke.)     Of  precifely  the  fame  nature 
was  the  prefent  motion,  which  was  not,  as  aflerted  by  that  gentle- 
man,  an  attack  upon  places  held  for  life,  but  in  the  words  of  the 
motion  itfelf,.  referring  to  certain  places;  what  thofe  (hould  be, 
indiich  fliould  be  the  objedl  of  the  bill,  the  Committee  alone  could 
decide.     Thus  the  whole  of  that  part  of  the  aigument  of  the  right 
honourable  gentlen^m  upon  that  Icyic,  fell  to  the  ground,    for  thefe 
reafons  it  was,  he  declared  his  decided  approbation  axid  fiipport  to 
the  motion  before  the  Houfe. 

Mr.  ROSE  obferved,  that  he  was  difpofed  to  admit  that  he  M 
not  txfc&,  to  meet  any  iarcaffic  idbidbe  from  dhic  honouy9blc  gendc* 
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man  (Mr.  Sheridan)  frofn>  his  having  refrained  from  troubling  the 
HouTe  upon  this  occalion :  nor  did  he  even  think  it  would  have 
been  now  pro^r  for  him  to  make  an}r  obfervations  on  the  queftion, 
had  he  not,  in  fome  meafuise,  been  called  upon  to  do  fo,  in  oonfe- 
queoce  of  the  violent  perlbnal  attack  upon  him.  The  honourable 
gendeman  (Mr*  Sheridan)  had  thought  proper  to  accuie  the  right 
honourable  gentleman  who  preceded  him  in  the  debate,  of  incon- 
Money  in  his  political  conduct.  From  that  chaige>  that  rig^t  ho* 
Doucahle  gentleman  was  perfedUy  able  to  exculpate  himfelf ;  and  he 
would  only  obferve,  in  his  juftiHcadon,  that  his  bill  included  no 
enadtnent  by  which  individuals  were  driven  to  diflrefs,  or  the  right 
of  private  property  invaded ;  but,  on  the  contrary,  an  inquiry  was 
uiftituted,  and  compenfation  given  to  thaib  who  were  injuzed  in 
their  private  fortunes  by  the  R»eafure :  neither  had  he  at  all  quef- 
tiooed  the  di&rettonaiy  power  of  the  Houfe  to  appreciate  and  to 
(fired  the  management  oif  the  fums  voted  to  the  King  for  the  fup- 
port  of  his  outlKwity  and  the  payment  of  his  Mimfters ;  and  as  a 
pioof  that  ihis  was  his  opinion,  he  had  introduced  into  that  Houf<^ 
various  regulations  in  the  office  of  the  Payqnafter.  The  honourable 
nx)ver  of  tiyc  queflion  had  declared,  that  he  meant  to  exclude  patent 
places,  and  thole  that  were  for  life,  out  of  the  provifions  of  his 
intended  bill ;  and  he  could  afibre  him,  that  if  he  did  fo,  the  pro* 
dui^  of  it  wcHjld  be  next  to  nothii]g«  The  honourable  gentleman 
had  been  pleafed  to  ridicule  the  idea  of  fubfcriptions,  infinuating, 
that  they  were  entirely  iappcatcd  by  placemen  ;  and  yet  he  wifhed 
to  take  away  from  them  thofe  very  penfions  from  which  they  were 
definnis  of  giving  aid  to  dicir  country.  It  had  been  alfo  faid,  that 
there  was  no  faving  to  the  nadon  on  the  death  of  the  Duke  of 
NewcafUe,  bccaufe  his  penlion  had  reverted  to  the  Civil  Lift ;  but 
^hen  the  Houfe  recoUe£led,  that  the  Civil  Lift  was  limited  to  a 
pertain  amount,  beyond  which  it  could  not  go,  it  wouM  perceivfi 
that  a  very  confiderable  faving  woul<l  take  place.  Under  the  mo- 
tion for  an  economical  reform  in  the  year  1782,  and  in  oonfequence 
of  a  fubfequent  inquiry  by  the  Board  of  Treafury,  278  offices  had 
Wen  s^Kdifhed,  and  the  expences  had  been  reduced  from  1 7  i,aooL 
to  6o,oool.  By  the  ad  for  reducing  the  fabrics  of  the  Exchequer 
Office,  mxl  aicertainii^  Aeir  amount,  the  expence  had  been  brought 
<kNm  from  45,000!.  to  1 7,800!.  T!ie  offices  of  d^  Auditors  of 
the  Imprefs,  which  liad  been  executed  by  deputies,  and  amounted 
^  the  expendituic  of  44,0001.  was  now  seduced  to  7000!.  The 
Penfxm  Lift,  fince  the  year  1783,  had  been  reduced  above  48,000!. 
Sinecure  ^aces  in  Jhc  Cuftoms,  to  die  amount  of  1 30,  and  the 
cxpcnec  of  which  was  io,68ol.  had  been  fupprcflJsd  during -the 
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fame  period  ;  and  about  700  Officers  of  Excife  had  alfo  been  fup- 
prcffed  ;  and  though  part  of  their  falaries  had  been  given  to  thofe 
who  remained,  yet,  iipon  die  whole,  there  was  a  laving  in  that 
department,  to  tfie  amount  of  1 2,oool.r— Contrads,  commiffions^ 
loans,  and  lotteries,  which  were  the  great  fources  of  wealth  to  iny 
dividuals,  were  now  put  under  fuch  relations  as  to  avoici  the  pof- 
fibility  of  corruption  by  their  means,.  Loans^  inftead  of  being  only 
fhared  among  the  private  friends  of  the  Minifter,  were  now  opened 
to  a  fair  competition,  by  which  means  near  half  a  million  was  anr 
nually  faved  to  the  public— 190,00.01.  was  favcd  on  commifiions, 
in  confequence  of  the  new  regulations  which  his  right  honourable 
friend  (Mr.  Pitt)  had  introduced  into  the  Navy  Board ;  an^  as  it 
was  now  the  pradHce  tohring  the  officers  to  a  regular  annual  account^ 
the  intereft  of  large  fums  had  been,  and  would  be  continued  to  he, 
faved  to  the  public.  He  expreffed  has  unwillingnefs  to  fay  any 
thing  of  himfelf,  but  as  he  had  been  particularly  caHed  upon,  he 
tnuft  fpeak  in  his  own  juflification.— The  following  was  a  iimple 
ftatement  of  his  places  and  how  he  acquired  them :  in  the  year 
1782  he  was  called  to  the  Secretaryfliip  of  the  Treafury,  which  he 
did  not  folicit,  and  had  no  regular  appointment.  The  Glerk  of 
the  Pleas  was  given  him  by  his  honourable  friend's  recommendation, 
but  it  was  fo  trivial  as  hardly  to  he  worth  mentioning.  Another 
of  his  places,  from  the  manner  in  'vrfrich  it  was  acquired,  was  a 
fource  of  fatisfadlion  and  infinite  pleafure  to  him  i  He  owed  it  to 
an  addrefs  from  the  other  Houfe  of  Parliament  long  before  he  fUled 
any  political  ftation  \  and  he  was  convinced,  if  he  had  filled  any 
fuch  ftation,  it  never  would  have  been  objedled  againft  him.  The 
place  connedled  with  the  green  wax,  he  faid,  he  did  not  poffefs  : 
he  had  poflTeiTed  it,  but,  as  foon  as  he  conveniently  could,  he  quitted 
it.  After  all  that  had  been  faid  upon  the  queftion,  what  was  the 
whole  drift  of  the  argument  ?  It  was  aq  appeal  to  popular  prejur 
dices.- — Tax  placemen  and  penfioners  is  a  re-echoing  of  the  popular 
cry  ;  but  he  profeffcd,  he  did  not  perceive  why  they  fhould  be  more 
taxed  than  the  honourable  gentleman,  as  manager  of  his  theatre,  or 
than  as  a  man  who  travelled  the  country  with  his  puppct-ftiew  at 
bis  back. 

Mr.  FOX  faid,  the  honourable  gentleman  who  had  juft  fat 
down,  feemed  to  allude  in  the  courfc  of  his  fpeecb  to  him,  and 
aiked  him  what  he  meant  ? 

Mr.  ROSE  replied,  diat  he  lyieant  (he  begged  pardon  of  the  right 
honourable  gentleman  if  he  was  miftaken)  to  ftate  diftinftly  that 
the  right  honourable  gentleman  had  one  finecure  place,  and  two 
penfions  in  tide  room  of  t^o  other  finecure  placets.    That  he  enjoyed 
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±t  office  of  Receiver  of  South  Wales,  and  that  he  was  the  Cleric 
pf  the  Pells  in  Irebnd. 

Mr.  FOX  faid,  he  had  enjoyed  the  place  of  Clerk  of  the  Pells 
in  Ireland^  and  thait  it  was  certainly  true,  that  to  accommodate  the 
Xfovemm^t  of  that  country,  he  had  made  a  very  fedi(h  bargain, 
and  had  given  up  that  j^ace  for  a  penflon ;  and  the  £i6t  certainly 
.was,  4hat  that  place  was  not  granted  to  him  by  the  King  in  confe- 
jquence  of  any  fervice  he  had  ever  performed,  but  he  held  that  place 
precifely  in  the  fame  way  as  the  Marquis  of  Buckingham  poiTefled 
his  place ;  it  was  given  in  reverfion  to  him  fay  the  late  King  on  ac- 
•count  >of  the  fervices  which  his  father  was  fuppofed  to  have  rendered 
the  country.     It  was  enjoyed  by  his  father  wlnle  he  lived  ;  it  was 
afterwards  enjoyed  by  his  elder  brother,  and  then  defcended  to  him: 
JBut  he  fubmitted  to  the  Houfc,  whether  that  ought  to  be  confidered 
as  a  finecure  place  in  any  view  of  this  queAion  ?  Though  he  ap- 
proved .of  the  motion,  yet  in  one  particular  he  was  ready  to  admit 
that  he  difiered  from  the  mover.     He  wiihcd  upon  all  occafions  to 
-defend  the  queftion  of  the  facredncfs  of  private  property,  which 
muft  be  tried  by  general  principles.     His  maxim  was,  Prindplis 
djia.     Never  fufFcr  yourfelf  to  entrench  on  private  property  in  any 
degree.      If  a  penfion  or  a  finecure  was  unworthily  beftowed  by  a 
Minifier,  he  would  make  complaint  againft  that  Minifter.     But  if 
it  was  bellowed  legally,  it  became  a  part  of  the  pcrfon*s  property  on 
whom  it  was  conferred,  and,  like  all  his  other  property,  was  facred. 
He  dcfircd  the  Houfe  to  confidcr  the  ground  on  which  all  property 
ftood.     All  that  he  wifhed  in  any  cafe  to  afk  about  property  was, 
whether  it  was  legally  granted  by  a  pcribn  competent  to  grant  it, 
and  alfo  whether  it  had  been  received  by  a  pcribn  competent  to  re- 
ceive it.     He  ftiould  he  for  holding  facred  fiiom  the  operation  of 
this  bill,  all  finecurcs  held  for  a  term  of  years,  or  for  life.     He 
thou^t  the  propriety  of  the  prefcnt  meafurc  arofc  from  the  new 
mode  that  had  been  adopted  o(  voluntary  fubfcriptions.     When  a 
meafure  had  heen  adopted  fo  doubtful  as  to  its  legalitj',  and  plainly 
contrary  to  the  fpirit  of  our  Conflitution,  he  then  thought  it  not 
unbecoming  a  Member  of  Parliament  to  call  on  thofc  who  enjoyed 
great  offices  in  the  country,  to  fhew  their  zeal  by  paying  fuch  a 
iubfcription  ds  this  bill  might  call  forth.     There  were  fomc  other 
arguments  in  favour  of  the  motion.     He  wiflied  to  attend  to  the 
offices  held  by  two  gentlemen,  the  one  of  them  in  that  Houfe,  and 
Ae  oAer  in  the  other  Houfe  of  Parliament.     He  meant  the  two 
Secretaries  of  State.     He  did  not  ftatc  it,  but  they  had  been  told 
by  thofc  two  gentlemen  tlicmfelvcs,  that  the>'  did  not  think  it  pro- 
per to  receive  the  whole  falaries  attached  to  their  different  offices. 
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If  report  was  true,  the  Secretary  of  State  for  tfic  If oxne  Department 
received  the  falary  annexed  to  the  office  of  Trcafurer  of  the  Navy, 
and  they  had  been  told  the  falary  of  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department  was  faved  to  the  public;  and  that  the  nobib  Lord 
who  was  the  other  Secretary  of  State,  it  had  been  faid,  did  not  re- 
ceive the  emoluments  of  the  Auditorfhip  of  die  Exchequer,  but 
that  it  went  to  the  public.  Mr.  Fox  denied  that  to  be  a  bdu 
He  faid  thofe  gentkirien  fo  contrived  it  that  the  emoluments  of  thofe 
two  offices,  by  a  manoeuvre,  went  to  die  Civil  Lift,  and  not  to  the 
public.  It  had  been  reprefented  by  an  honourable  gentleman  (Mr. 
Rofe)  that  except  as  to  io,oooL  per  ann.  the  Civil  Lift  was  li- 
mited, and  that  it  was  in  the  power  of  Pailiament  to  know  equally 
well  with  His  Majefty  himfelf  how  every  farthing,  except  Aat  fmail 
fum,  was  expended.  The  Civil  Lift  neither  was,  i»r  could  be, 
limited.  Mr.  Fox  paid  Mr.  Burke  many  handfome  compliments 
for  his  bill  for  reducing  the  influence  of  the  Crown.  With  refpcft 
to  efficient  offices,  he  did  not  think  them  paid  too  high ;  nor  would 
he  go  to  the  other  extreme,  and  fay,  that  they  were  too  low.  One 
of  them  might  be  a  litde  too  low,  and  another  too  high ;  but, 
upon  the  whole,  he  thoi^  the"  falaries  were  liberal  and  proper. 
He  thought,  in  calculating  the  influence  of  the  Cnmn,  Ihey  ought 
to  have  taken  Ireland  into  the  account.  That  man  muft  be  igno- 
rant indeed  of  the  polidcs  of  this  country,  who  did  not  know,  diat 
the  increafe  of  the  influence  of  the  Crown  in  Ireland,  gave  the 
Minifter  of  this  country  an  addittixial  degree  of  influence ;  though 
he  was  ready  to  admit,  that  England  and  Ireland  were  now  more 
<fiftin£):  than  they  had  been  in  former  times.  Some  new  places  had 
alfo  been  added  to  the  Board  of  Control  for  managing  the  aflfairs  of 
India.  Mr.  Fox  reprobated  the  idea  of  an  honourable  member, 
who  reprefented  this  country  at  prefent  to  be  in  a  flourifhing  iitua-' 
don.  He  aflced,  whether  we  could  be  faid  to  be  in  a  flourifhing 
ftate  becaufe  we  were  obliged  to  pay  this  year  near  one  million  of 
new  taxes  ?  It  had  been  ftated,  that  thefe  taxes  were  falutary  and 
delirable ;  diat  could  only  relate  to  the  tax  on  fpirits,  which  would 
be  unprodu£dve.  But  was  there  any  Member  in  that  Houfe,  who 
knew  lb  litde  of  the  people  of  Englaxid,  as  to  fuppofe  that  the  fiigar 
tax  would  not  be  feverely  felt,  when  it  was  confldered  that  tea  was 
almoft  univer£dly  drank,  and  that  fugar  was  almoft  the  oaly  nu- 
tritive ingredient  in  it  ?  That  tax,  therefore,  could  not  be  increafed 
without  being  feverely  felt.  It  had  alfo  been  obfcrved,  that  the 
commerce  of  the  country  was  in  a  more  flouriihing  ftate  than  it  had 
been  during  the  laft  war,  or  during  any  former  war.  He  thought 
die  true  way  oi  calculating  this  was  by  comparing  the  ftate  of  com« 
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merce  pitvioQS  to,  and  during  the  laft  war ;  with  die  ibte  of  com- 
merce before  and  fince  the  prefent  war.  He  faid,  he  did  not.con* 
fider  the  Government  of  this  countnr  as  inordinately  expenli ve,  when 
the  extent  of  it  was  taken  into  confideration.  If  the  expence  of 
the  Government  was  compared  with  that  of  odier  countries,  it 
wouid  not  be  found  unfavourable,  except  in  comparifon  widi 
one  country.  .He  faid,  he  ihould  certainly  vote  for  the  bill,  and 
yihen  it  came  into  a  Committee,  if  ever  it  reached  that  flage,  he 
for  one  fliould  be  for  exempting  every  place  in  which  he  thought 
a  pcrfon  had  a  1^1  veiled  rig^t ;  and  as  to  the  reft,  to  conflcler 
office  by  office,  and  appreciate  the  fum  that  ought  to  be  appropri- 
ated, wiAout  material  injury  to  the  public  fervicc.  In  that  view, 
and  in  that  view  only,  he  fliould  give  his  vote  for  the  meafure, 
which  was  far  from  being  without  precedent.  Let  Minifters  ftick 
to  die  old  regular  method  of  getting  fupplies,  and  he  ihould  never 
drive  them  fiom  it ;  but  when  a  new  mode  had  been  adopted  like 
that  of  voluntary  fubfcriptions,  another  like  the  prefent  might  be- 
come more  juftifiable,  though  not  originally  fo.  Mr.  Fox  next 
advoted  to  what  Mr.  Jlofe  had  ftated,  as  iavings  to  the  nation  by 
the  number  of  iinecure  places  and  peniions  that  had  been  put  an 
end  to  by  his  right  honourable  friend,  by  his  manner  of  making 
contraAs  for  the  public,  by  loans,  &c.  He  took  notice  of  the 
praifcs  beftowed  by  Mr.  Rofe  upon  the  new  mode  adopted  by  the 
Minifler  for  ndiing  the  loan,  but  which  he  denied  to  be  fo  obvioufly 
beneficial,  becaufe,  though  it  turned  out  fo  this  year,  it  was  equally 
fcandalous  and  defective  laft  year.  Mr.  Fox  could  not  conclude 
without  fufiering  his  feeUngs  to  take  notice  of  fome  cxpreflions 
which  fell  from  the  fame  gentleman,  relative  to  the  property  made 
by  his  father,  as  Paymafter  of  the  Forces,  coupled  with  a  ftatement 
of  the  immediate  deiiciences  which  remained  unaccounted  for  in 
the  Pay  Office.  He  appealed  to  the  Houfe  whether  it  was  fair  and 
candid  to  unite  thefe  two  drcumftances  together,  fo  as  to  make  them 
appear  conneded,  widiout  one  folid  ground  for  any  thing  like  fe- 
rious  aocufiition.  If  the  honourable  Member  meant  fuch  infiuation, 
he  would  reply  it  was  not  founded  in  fad):,  and  he  would  defy  him 
to  the  proof;  but  he  did  not  believe  he  meant  any  fuch  thing. 
But  he  fhould  confider  how  he  wounded  the  feelings  of  a  gentleman 
by  fuch  Iniinuations.  The  fa6i  was  certainly  true,  that  his  &ther 
had  made  a  large  fortune.-— Great  fortunes  were  made  by  the  pre- 
decefTors  of  his  faAer  in  that  office.  Great  fortunes  were  alfo  made 
by  his  fucceflbrs.  It  was  as  true  that  great  and  unaccounted  defi- 
ciencies cxifted  in  his  office ;  but  it  was  as  true  that  fuch  deficien- 
dcs  were  as  great  and  as  unfctflcd  under  former  Paymaflers  as  him. 
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and  with  ^s  little  perfonal  blame. — Of  a  difpofifiorf  generous  bcyon* 
fufpLclort,  he  tvas  liable  to  expofe  himfelf  to  impolitioiT.  He  \^as  of 
an  eafy  nature,  \fhich  was  not  always,  he  believed  feldom,-  the  mark 
of  a  guilty  mind.  He  believed,  had  it  not  been  for  his  miftakeir 
confidence,  that  he  might  have  made  a  more  confidei^ble  fottune 
than  he  adlually  dfd.  The  cafe  of  Lord  Chatham  himfelf  was  a 
proof  that  acfcounts  might  be  long  out-ftanding  without  any  difirncli^ 
nation  to  have  them  ddjufted.  Without  taking  any  oftenfible  part 
in  the  difcuflion  of  tlic  accounts,  he  ccttaJnly  had  feen  the  reports 
on  the  fubjedt ;  by  thofe  reports  he  called  upon  gentlemen  to  judges 
Knd  not  to  be  led  away  by  iitfiftuations,  which  he  again  chaJlengcd 
any  man  to  vindicate  or  fubftantiate^ 

Mt.  ROSE  declifredy  he  did  riot  mean  any  thing  perfonal  by 
any  words  that  had  f*tleri  from  him. 

Mr.  Chancellor  PITT  faid,  that  k&  h^d  msfny'reafons  forrelicvd 
him  from  the  ncceffity  of  long  difcuflion  ;  one  in  particular  was,- 
that  after  Hftening  attentively  to  the  right  hortoutable  gentlematti  whcr 
fpoke  laft,  he  found  it  fcarccly  poffible  to  add  to  the  arguments 
which  he  Ipfti  urged  againft  tlie  motion.  The  only  remarksy  there- 
fore, '  he  had  to  take  Up  the  time  of  the  Houfe  with,  or  that  h^ 
thought  at  all  nccellary  for  hirn  to  offer,  were  in  anfwcr  to  the 
fmall  part  of  the  right  honourable  gentleman's  fpeech  which  went  in 
favour  of  the  motion.  To  this  end  it  Would  be  ncccffary  for  him 
to  premife,  that  the  motion  went  to  tax,  irt  different  proportiofi^y 
all  places  of  a  certain  dcfcription,  of  whatever  value,  and  all  fliic- 
cures  of  all  defcriptions,  together  with  all  penfions  and  efiBcient 
places  above  a  certain  value.  As  to  the  moft  important  and  greatcft 
of  thofe,  the  right  honourable  gentleman  had  himfelf  admitted  that 
.they  were  legal  grants,  and  had  declared  that  he  was  againft  taxing 
them  in  any  proportion  whatever.  In  this,  he  faid,  he  entirely 
agreed  with  him  ;  for,  as  a  queftion  of  property,  it  muft  be  decided 
on  principles  of  general  right.  This,  he  thought,  was  a  truth  of 
pra6lical  and  univerfal  importance  to  all  property  and  all  rights, 
and  muft  be,  in  every  inftance,  decided  fo,  unlefs  arguments  of 
the  ftrongeft  and  moft  unanfwerable  kind  were  fpecifically  offered 
againft  it.  As  to  efficient  places,  the  right  honourable  gentleman 
(Mr.  Fox)  had  given  his  decided  opinion,  that  they  were  neither 
under  nor  over  paid,  but  nearly  as  they  ought  to  be.  I^  this  theA 
was  the  cafe  of  efficient  places,  as  regarding  them  in  the  ordinary 
duties  of  times  of  peace,  the  Houfe  muft,  at  one  glance,  perceive 
how  unjuft  it  would  be  to  diminifti  that  pay,  and  tax  them  in  time 
of  war,  when  their  duties  were  ncccflarily  increafed.  As  to  the 
next  point,  he  found  it  difficult  to  determine  whether  Ac  right 
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hcHioiirabkr  gemfomsftf  was  fot  of  agalnft  it ;  for  the  arguments  he 
ufed  applied  to  both  fideis ;  but,  if  fairly  balanced,  wcf e,  he  thought, 
igainft  it^  Indeed,-  the  right  honourable  gcntlcmah  had  faid,  that 
the  current  of  his  own  opinion,  and  the  beft  of  his  judgement,  was 
agalnft  the  tOdtion,  though  it  wad  not  ftrong  enough  to  prevent  his 
giving  his  Toi(je  in  fkvour  of  it.  In  his  opinion,  the  right  honour- 
able gentkmart  Would  have  given  much  more  efficient  fupport  to  his 
friend's  motion  by  a  filent  vote,  than  by  the  long  fpcech  he  had 
made.  If  appeared,  he  faid,  that  the  principal  ground  on  which 
the  right  honoctrable  gentleman  had  built  his  defence  of  the  motion, 
wag  dii^  nMafure  of  railing  voluntarj-  fubfcriptions.  Here  he  begged 
that  Ac  Hoiftfe  would  rake  along  with  therti  the  Angular  nature  of 
Kis  aigMm6n(«-4t  amoiinfed  effentlally  to  this—"  That  the  right 
honourable  gentlerticin  would  fupport  a  meafure,  of  which  he  ex- 
prdfed  hia  cKfappn^bation  to-day,  merely  becaufe  another  meafure 
had  been  carried  agakift  his  opinion  yeftcfday ;  and  would  balance 
the  impro^iefy  of  railing  voluntary  contributions  in  the  firlt  in- 
ftancfi',  by  compelling  contributions  in  the  fecond."  The  chief 
grounds  on  which  tfie  mtafure  of  the  preceding  night  had  been  fup* 
^ed  were,  that  voluntary  contributions  were  a  proof  of  zeal,  and 
icoMi  to  diU  individual  will  into  adlion  ;  afid  that  though  the  pe* 
euAiary  advantages  to  be  derived  from  it  might  be  limited,  its  col- 
lateral efFeds  'V^uld  be  falutary.  Yet  this  meafure,  thus  grounded, 
was  called  a  compulfoiy  contribution.  This  he  conceived  to  be  a 
eomradt^iof>  ir»  dfFe£l^  and  a  folecifm  in  language.  In  the  new* 
fiihioned  Vdcabulafy  of  France,  they  had  denominated  the  mon- 
ibous  ^uni^li  of  a  voluntary  and  a  forced  loan,  amalgamating  them. 
It  was  finoiA  thts  tyif1f^^r\y  he  fuppofcd,  that  gentlemen  had  bor- 
Bowed  their  ideas^  and  amalgamated  a  vciuntary  contribution,  fet  on 
footas  atelt  (t4'iesXy  ii<ritil  a  compulfory  one,  and  adopted  a  mea- 
fare  for  rtO  odier  i^eafbn  but  becaufe  they  had  before  rejefted  one 
which  they  contended  to  be  founded  on  the  very  fame  principles, 
and  that,  too,  without  having  the  fame  arguments  in  its  fevour. 
The  whole  of  the  arguments  which  had  been  ufed  by  gentlemen  on 
tfic^otfier  fide,  we#e,  h6  faid,  the  mod  prepofterous  and  contradic- 
tory to  dteinfelvds  that  hud  ever  been  offered  with  ferioufncfs  and 
Kcdved  wilh  glatity  j  for,  while  they  reprobated  the  raifing  volun- 
tary GDfitribtltion»  as  illegal  and  compulfory,  they  propofed  this  bill 
in  aid  df  that  meaftiitey  tK>>  ferve  as  an  example  ta  simulate  the  exer- 
tions of  od^efS  ft)  fubferibe ;  that  is  to  fay,  held  out  one  a£t  of 
compulfion  as^  ^  pieifuafive  fo  anot!her  \  and  while  they  contended 
that  placemen  were  thef  only  pcrfims  who  Were  difpofcd  to  fubfcribe 
fpontancDttflyy  woald  introduce  their  anMlgamatlng  fyftcm,  and  make 
VpL.  XXXVIIL  .  N 
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diofe  cxclufivcly  contribute  by  compulfion  who  before  had  cxdu- 
fively  contributed  from  choice. 

Mr.  Pitt  then  entered  into  an  explanation  of  the  motives  which 
guided  the  two  right  honourable  Secretaries,  in  throwing  their 
rejefted  falaries  into  the  Civil  Lift.  He  faid,  that  die  mafked  bat- 
tery of  anonymous  publications  had  long  played  upon  his  right  ho- 
nourable friend  (Dundas)  with  the  artillery  of  plurality  of  places. 
He  had  hoped,  that  "  the  plurality  of  labours  without  its  attendant 
plurality  of  emoluments,"  would  have  filenced  that  battery,  but 
had  found  it  othcrwife.  He  would  therefore  endeavour  to  put  an 
end  to  cavil,  by  faying  that  two  confiderations  led  him  to^  that  dif- 
tribution.  When  his  right  honourable  friend  refolved  not  to  receive 
the  falary  of  both  places,  he  faid,  that  finding  on  an  cftimate  of 
the  Civil  Lift,  a  very  bare  fufficiency  for  the  neceffary  purpofes  of 
the  Crown,  and  confidering  that  there  werecafual  expences  likely 
to  occur  in  the  Royal  Family,  had  thought  it  right  to  make  a  faving 
for  the  Civil  Lift,  and  applied  the  rejedted  falaries  to  it.  But  in 
doing  fo,  it  could  not  be  faid  that  he  had  not  applied  it  to  public 
purpofes  ;  for  if  there  had  been  a  deficiency  in  the  Civil  Lift,  that 
Houfe  would  have  fupplied  and  made  it  gpod.  As  to  the  other 
topics  which  had  been  urged,  he  would  fincerely  fay,  that  he  did 
not  know  how  to  clafs  them  under  any  head  of  argument  to  the 
point  in  queftion,  being  all  unconnected  defuitory  anfwers  to  fug- 
geftions  which  had  fallen  from  his  honourable  friend  (Mr.  Rofe). 
The  fuggeftions,  indeed,  applied  to  the  cafe ;  but  the  right  honour- 
able gentleman's  anfwers  did  not.  Here  he  went  over  fome  of 
the  ground  which  Mr.  Rofc  had  taken,  and  fupported  that  gende- 
man*s  arguments  in  oppofition  to  Mr.  Fox's  objections.  The 
retrenchments  which  had  taken  place  in  the  offices  and  expenditures, 
as  ftated  by  his  honourable  friend,  were  not,  he  faid,  intended  fo 
much  for  a  faving  as  to  dccreafe  the  influence  of  the  Crown.  They 
were  not  fo  much  a  fyftem  of  pradlical  economy  as  of  praflical 
reform.  As  tp  the  prefent  moticm,  he  would  contend,  that  if  its 
aim  was  a  diminution  of  the  influence  of  the  Crown,  it  muft, 
from  its  very  nature,  fall  (hort  of  that  end.  To  effeCl  that,  the 
manner  ftiould  be  fyftematic  and  permanent;,  and  ihould  notprofefs 
regulation  and  reform,  when  it  only  meant  temporary  fupply.  The. 
queftion  then,  he  laid,  came  to  this,  "  is  it  a  mode  of  fupply  unex- 
ceptionable in  itfelf,  and  unqueftionable  in  its  cfFefls?"  To  this 
he  could  not  be  fuppofed  to  give  his'  aflfent,  when  it  had  been 
already  allowed,  by  its  chief  fupporter,  to  be  dcfedivc  and  nuga- 
tory ;  and  if  modified  as  the  right  honourable  gendeman  faid  he 
wiftied  it,  would  be  fo  futilej  that  it  would  be  unworthy  the  dig* 
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T\\t)^f  the  honour,  and  the  iincerity  of  Parliament  to  entertain  it ; 
for  it  held  out  falfe  principles,  and  went  to  mark  out,  by  an  cxclu- 
five  tax,  a  body  of  men  who  merited  a  very  different  diftindion. 
Great  pains  had  been  taken  to  (hew  that  the  country  was  ^ot  in  a 
flourifhing  ftate ;  how  far  gentlemen  had  fucceeded,  the  Houfe,  he 
fald,  could  not  fail  to  determine,  without  his  fpeaking  a  word  upon 
it.    But  if  it  was  not  flouriihing,  but,  on  the  contrar}*',  was  in  a 
defperate  iituation,  that  Houfe,  he  was  furc,  would  not  in  its  wif- 
dom  have  recourfe  to  a  meafure  like  the  prefent,  which  could  nei* 
ther  heal  breadies,  nor  give  confolation  to  defpair.     Here  he  en- 
tered into  a  comparative  view  of  the  Hate  of  the  country  at  the 
prefent  rime  and  former  years,  and  fhewed  that  from  the  compa- 
rifon,  the  nation  had  the  beft  grounded  caufe  for  exultation.     The 
revenue,  which  was  an  unequivocal  tefl,  had  laft  year,  ending  the 
5th  of  April,  not  only  equalled  the  eftimatc  he  had  ^vcn  of  it  in 
1783,  but  had  pnxiuceda  furplus  of  240,000!.  the  application  of 
which  he  would,  in  the  Committee  of  Supply,  move  the  Houfe  to 
vote  to-morrow.     But  whatever  the  drift  of  the  motion  itfelf  might 
be,  the  drift  of  the  difcuflions  on  it,  he  &id,  was  manifeft ;  namely, 
to  difpirit  and  difcourage  the  public,  and  damp  their  zeal  in  the 
war.     He  faid  this,  becaufe  it  was  his  duty  to  fay  it ;  for  he  would 
not  tamely  fufler  artfully-contrived  or  imaj^nary  difficulties  to  be 
thrown  in  the  way  of  the  vigorous  profecution  of  the  war,  or  of 
the  exertion  of  the  Executive  Government. 

Mr.  SHERIDAN,  in  explanation,  fsdd,  that  his  arguments  had 
been  mif-flated  by  Mr.  Rofe,  for  they  went  merely  to  induce  the 
placemen  to  fupport  die  motion.  He  took  notice  of  his  having 
been  once  before  the  fubjeft  of  the  fame  joke  (refpefting  his  property 
in  the  theatre)  in  the  fame  terfe,  neat,  and  olailical  terms,  by  Mr. 
Rofe.  Another  gendeman  (Mr.  Pitt)  had  on  a  former  occafion 
taken  the  fame  liberty ;  he  trufted  it  would  be  the  laft  time  that 
there  (hould  be  fuch  unparliamentary  alluficm  to  the  fituation,  cir- 
cumflances,  profefTion,  or  occupation  of  any  gentleman  in  that 
Houfe. 

Mr.  BURKE,  in  explanation,  entering  upon  a  difcuflTion  of  his 
ofNnions  rcfpedting  the  power  of  the  Houfe  of  Commons  to  con- 
troul  the  expenditure  of  the  money  which  it  voted,  was  called  to 
order. 

The  SPEAKER  feid,  if  the  right  honourable  gentleman  meant 
to  confine  himfelf  merely  to  any  mifreprefentation  or  mifapprehen- 
fion  of  his  former  argument,  he  had  a  right  to  proceed. 

Mr.  BURKE  faid,  that  he  only  wifhed  to  enforce,  that  he 
clearly  and  unequivocally  acknowledged  the  inquifitorial  right  of 
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the  Houfe  of  Commons  to  fift  to  the  bottom  every  part  of  the 
public  expenditure,  when  any  fhadow  of  grievance  or  aibufe  feemed 
to  e^ift.  In  this  opinion  he  had  lived,  and  in  this  he  hoped  he 
would  die. 

Lord  HOBART  rofe,  merely  for  the  purpofe  of  vindicafing  Ire* 
land  from  an  afperfion  of  a  right  honourable  gentleman  oppofitc  to 
him  (Mr,  Pox),  which,  if  that  gentleman  had  at  all  attended  jto  thf 
recent  tranfadlions  of  that  kingdom,  he  furely  would  not  hav« 
made.  Since  the  year  1782^  the  people  of  Ireland  had  beea 
gaining  very  confidcrablc  acquilitions  in  pmnt  of  right .;  and  it  cer- 
tainly could  not  be  proved,  that  thereby  the  Miriifter  of  Grea', 
Britain  gained  influence  in  the  Britifh  Hoqfe.  of  Commons.  The 
meafures  in  that  country  had  been  carried  with  a  degree  of  una- 
nimity highly  honourable  to  every  part  of  its  legiflaturc.  He 
reflected  with  fatisfadUon  upon  the  part  that  he  had  formerly  borne 
in  the  government  of  that  country;  and  from  that  feeling  it  wa« 
ithat  he  thought  it  neceflary  to  refute  the  afperfion  of  the  right 
\hooourable  gentleman. 

Mr.  FOX  faid,  he  merely  meant  to  aflfert  that  a  number  rf  ad- 
ditional places  had  been  created  in  Ireland. 

Mr.  HARRISON,  in  reply,  faid,  he  muft  ftrll  confider  it  as  hi$ 
duty  to  prefs  his  motion,  which  w^as  not  new,  but  warranted  by  th? 
hiftory  of  the  country.  He  concluded  widi  faying,  that  Minifters 
Ihewed  by  their  conduft  that  they  were  anxious  to  fcrcen  themfelvc^ 
from  the  burdens  that  they  impofed  upon  others. 

Mr.  HUSSEY  faid,  he  diflPered  with  his  right  honourable  friend 
(Mr.  Fox)  with  refpcft  to  his  opinion  of  finecure  place?.  He  could 
not  confider  them  in  the  fame  light  as  landed  or  freehold  property, 
and  he  thought  it  would  be  better  kr  gentlemen  voluntarily  to  give 
vp  a  part,  than  produce  a  convulfion  by  retaining  them. 

JFpr  the  motion^  50;  Againftit,   IJ7.    Majority,  67.   - 

<  > 

MINORITY  on  Mr.  HARRISON'S  Motion. 


Anfon,  T. 
Aubrey,  Sir  John 
Baker,  William 
Ba(lar4>  J.  Pollexfen 
Bpuverie.  Edward 
Burch,  J.  R, 
Pyng,  Geor5;e 
Colhoun,  William 
Coke,  Thomas  William 
Courtcnay,   fohn 
Crefpigny,  T,  C, 
Curvyen,  J.  (/. 


Foley,  Edward 
Fby,  Rt. Hon., C.J. 
Francis,  Philip 
Grey,.  Charles 
Harrifon,  John 
Harcourt,  John 
Howard,  Henry 
Howell,  David 
HuiTey,  William 
Jervoife,  CK  Jervoife 
JLambton,  W.H. 
l<angftoD,  John 


A.  1794-  DEBATES.  93 

Mc.  Leod,  NcMinan  Speed,  Henry 

JvudloBTy  £arl  Spencer,  Lord  Robert 

Main  waring,  William  Sturt,  Charles 

Maitltnd,  Hon.  T.  Tarlcton,  B. 

Martin,  James  Ttyldr,  M.  A. 

North,  Dudley  Thompfon,  Thomas 
Pclham,  C.  A.                              '      Vaughan,  Benjamin 

PlMlUps,  J.  G.  Vyner,  R. 

Pluroer,  William  Wcftcm,  C.  C, 

Rawdon,  Hon*  John  Whitbread,  S.  jun* 

Ruflel,  Lord  Wm.  Wilbraham,  Roger 

Sheridan,  R.  B«  Winnineton,  Sir  Ed. 

Smithy  Wm.  Wycombe,  £arl  of 

TELLERS. 

Hon.  T.  Maitland,  M.  A.Taylor. 

JVedneJdayy  9/A  Afi'iU  ' 

Mn  Chancellor  PITT  brought  up  a  bill  for  the  better  manage- 
ment of  the  land  revenues  of  the  Crown  in  future,  which  was  read 
^  firft  time,  and  ordered  to  be  read  a  fecond  time  on  Friday  next. 
The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  moved  the  order  of  the  day,  for 
the  Houfe  to  refolve  itfelf  into  a  Committee  of  the  whole  Houfe,  to 
confider  further  of  a  fupply  to  be  granted  to  His  Majefty.  The 
Houfe  being  in  a  Committee,  he  moved,  that  a  fum  not  exceeding 
475,0  221.  13s.  lod.  halfpenny  be  granted  to  His  Majefty,  to 
make  good  the  deficiency  of  grants  for  the  fcrvice  of  the  year  1 793. 
The  refolution  paffed,  and  the  report  was  ordered  to  be  received  to- 
morrow. 

The  Houfe  agreed  to  go  into  a  Committee  of  fupply  again  on 
Friday. 

Mr.  Chancellor  PITT  moved  the  order  of  the  day,  for  the  Houfe 
to  refolve  itfelf  into  a  Committee  of  die  whole  Houfe,  to  confider 
further  of  ways  and  means  for  raifing  a  fupply.  The  Houfe  being 
in  a  Committee,  he  faid,  h!?  had  the  pleafurc  to  inform  them,  there 
was  a  furplusof  231,000!.  and  upwards,  for  the  year  1793,  ap- 
plicable to  tlie  fervice  of  the  year  1 794,  and  that  there  was  an  in- 
creafe  of  the  revenue  which  had  principally  arifen  in  the  laft  year, 
notwithftanding  all  the  difficulties  and  embarraffments  of  the  war, 
and  alfo  the  temporary  embarraffments  of  commercial  credit,  which 
arofe  from  caufes  independent  of  the  war.  He  then  entered  into 
particular  fums,  and  obferved,  that  the  ftate  of  the  revenue  was 
fuch,  that  if  the  other  three  quarters  were  equal  to  that  which  ended 
in  the  month  of  April,  the  whole  revenue  of  the  year  would  amount 
to  a fam  fhort  only  \^  i  oo,oool.  of  the  higheft  revenue  ever  known 
in  this  country  in  time  of  peace,  fuch  for  inftance  as  the  year  1792. 


9+  PARLIAMENTARY  A.  1794- 

After  a  fhort  converfation  between  him  and  Mr.  Fox,  in  which  the 
figures  and  dates  were  detailed,  the  Minifter  moved  a  refolution^ 
*<  That  there  be  iffued  and  applied  the  fum  of  231,84.11.  i6s.  8d. 
now  in  the  Treafury  as  a  furplus  of  laft  year,  to  the  fervice  of  the 
year  1794."  The  refolution  paffed,  and  the  report  was  ordered  to 
be  received  to-morrow. 

Mr,  DRAKE  alked  the  Minifter,  whether  any  and  what  fum 
had  been  received  at  the  Treafury  as  a  legacy  from  a  private  indi- 
vidual, for  public  purpofes  ?  He  underflood  there  was  a  legacy  of 
this  kind  to  the  amount  of  500L  left  by  a  gentleman  of  the  name  of 
Wray.  He  had  no  doubt  of  the  honeft  and  faithful  application  of 
it,  if  it  was.  received.     He  only  wanted  to  be  informed  of  the  h&* 

Mr.  Chancellor  PITT  faid,  it  was  not  in  his  power  to  give  the 
honourable  Member  any  information  on  the  fubjedl  he  alluded  to, 
having  no  knowledge  whatever  on  this  point. 

Mr.  DRAKE  faid,  he  was  perfeftly  fatisfied  with  the  anfw^er. 

A  petition  of  the  perfons,  ^whofe  names  are  thereunto  annexed, 
being  principal  Merchants,  manufacturers,  tradefmen,  and  other 
inhabitants,  of  the  divifion  of  the  Tower  Hamlets,  and  the  parts 
adjoining,  was  prefented  to  the  Houfe,  and  read ;  fetting  forth, 

That  the  Petitioners,  having  been  informed  that  two  Petitions  hare 
been  prefented  to  the  Houfe,  for  leave  to  bring  in  a  bill  to  enable  His 
Majefty  tolicenfe,  as  a  Play-Houfe,  during  the  fummcr  feafbn,  the  The- 
atre commonly  known  by  the  name  of  the  Royalty  Theatre,  in  Well 
Street,  in  the  liberty  of  the  Tower  of  London,  beg  leave  to  reprefent  to 
the  Houfe,  that  the  building,  which  it  is  the  obje&of  thofc  Petitions  to 
convert  into  a  liccnfed  Theatre,  is  fituated  immediately  between  the  great 
Silk  Manufadories  of  Spital  Fields,  and  the  numerous  and  extenfive 
Quays,  Wharfs,  Warehoufcs,  Docks,  Ship  Yards,  Rope  W^alks,  and 
other  moft  important  naval  cftabliihments,  on  the  regularity,  good  order- 
ing, and  fuccefs,  of  which,  the  profpcrity,  not  of  this  metropolis  alone, 
but  of  the  whole  kingdom,  does  moft  nearly  depend :  that  Artizans  of 
many  defcriptions  work  there  till  the  hour  of  Eight  in  the  Evening,  and, 
cm  fuddeh  emergencies,  to  which,  from  the  nature  of  their  bufinefs,  they 
arc  conftantly  fubjcdcd,  to  a  later  hour,  and  that  many  of  the  Petitioners 
are  alfo  buiicd  very  late  in  their  Compting  Houfcs,  Shops,  and  Ware- 
houfes^  when  they  have  occalion  for  the  attendance  of  different,  defcrip* 
tions  of  perfons  engaged  in  their  employment,  and  it  would  be  a  moft 
ferious  evil  to  them  if  their  journeymen,  fervants,  apprentices,  work- 
men, and  labourers,  were  expofed  to  the  temptation  (which  a  Theatre 
£0  near  at  hand  would  necelTarily  offer)  of  abfenting  themfelves  from  their 
fevcral  employments  at  a  moment  when  their  fervices  might  be  moft  re- 
quired, and  of  rendering  themfelves  unfit  for  the  labour  of  the  following 
day,  by  the  excefTes  of  the  Evening :  that  multitudes  of  people  arc  cm- 
ployed  below  Bridge  amongft  the  fhi|>ping,  whofc  leifurc  depends  entirely 
upon,  the  tide,  and  for  thofc  men  to  be  loitering  in  a  Play-Houfe,  at  the 
moment  when  they  are  wanted  on  the  Riv^r,  wouW  be  an  evil  of  the  laft 
confcquence,  iramenfe  property  depending  not  only  upon  their  exertions 
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but  upoQ  their  punftuality;  and  that  ftill  greater  numbers  are  employed 
in  the  Dock  Yards,  Rope  Walks,  and  other  places,  where  Daval  Manu« 
hBones  are  carried  on,  and  that  idlenefs,  and  diiiipation,  and  a  fyllem 
of  ezpeniive  amufement,  introduced  amongft  them,  might  prove  htal^ 
in  moments  of  public  exertion,  to  national  equipments,  ana  muft  be  fo 
at  all  times  to  the  intereils  of  commerce,  the  motl  important  venture  of 
the  Merchant  being  often  expofed  to  failure  by  a  few  hours  delay  in  the 
execution  of  his  order;  and  that  the  Petitioners  being  firmly  perfuaded, 
as  well  from  the  reafon  of  the  thing,  as  from  their  own  melancholy  ex- 
perience^ during  the  ihort  time  the  faid  building  was  fome  time  fince 
opened  as  a  place  of  public  amufement*  that  thefe  and  other  evils  would 
be  the  inevitable  confequence  of  its  being  now  converted  into  a  Theatre, 
and  impreiled  with  the  moil  ferious  concern  and  alarm  for  the  mifchieft 
that  they  conceive  mufl  neceffarily  arife  to  the  Public  and  themfelves, 
therefore  pray,  that  the  Houfe  will  take  their  cafe  into  conliderationy 
and  that  the  laid  intended  bill  may  not  pafs  into  a  law* 

Thurjday^    10th  April. 

Mr.  Chancellor  PITT  moved,  that  the  order  of  the  day,  on  the 
report  of  the  Committee  on  the  Eaft- India  loan  bill,  fhould  be  read; 
which  being  done,  he  faid  that  he  was  forry  to  have  to  inform  the 
Houfe,  that  his  right  honourable  friend  (Mr.  Dundas)  was  prevented 
by  indifpolition  from  attending,  and  that  he  had  doubts  whether  he 
ihould  be  abli^  to  explain  to  the  Houfe  the  nature  of  the  bufinefs  as 
fully  as  the  tlireatcned  oppofition  of  an  honourable  gentleman 
(Mr.  Francis,)  might  render  necef^ar)^  He  therefore  fuggefted, 
whether,  for  the  better  fatisfying  the  Houfe,  the  honourable  gen- 
tleman had  not  better  poftpone  his  aniinadvcrlions  to  another  flage 
of  die  bufinefs.  If,  however,  the  honourable  gentleman  Ihould 
think  fit  to  proceed  now,  he  would  do  his  utmoft  togivc  the  Houfe 
the  neceffary  information. 

Mr.  FRANCIS  faid,  that  on  the  fubje6l  of  the  loan  of  one  mil- 
lion, which,  by  this  bill,  the  Eaft-India  Company  would  be  autho- 
rifed  to  borrow,  and  to  ifTue  their  bonds  for  the  amount,  a  doubt 
occurred  to  him,  which  he  begged  leave  to  fubmit  to  the  confideration 
of  the  Houfe ;  namely,  whether  it  would  be  confiftent  with  the  en- 
gagement entered  into  by  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  with  the 
fubfcribers  to  the  public  loan  of  eleven  millions  for  the  fervice  of  the 
year,  for  Parliament  to  fufFer  any  other  public  loan  to  take  place 
this  year,  for  the  fervice  of  the  India  Company,  or  any  other  party 
whatever.  That  he  confidcred  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  in 
all  money  tranfa£Uons  with  individuals  for  the  public  fervice,  as  tlie 
agent  and  reprefentative  of  the  Houfe  of  Commons,  and  that  his 
faith,  once  pledged  in  any  agreement,  was  in  efFe£t  the  faith  of  the 
Houfe,  and  could  not  be  violated,  without  public  difhonour  and  in- 
juftice.     That  he  underftood  that  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
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in  fettling  the  terms  of-the  loan  with  the  cotttr3i&:or9,  had  cxjficitly 
and  moft  diftinftly  declared  to  them,  that,  exclufive  of  Exdiequer 
bills,  to  a  certain  amount,  which  he  ftated,  and  exclufxve  of  two 
millions  of  navy  debt,  to  be  funded,  there  was  no  farther  fum  of 
money  whatever  to  be  raifed  or  funded  in  the  courfe  of  the  prefcnt 
year.  If  fo,  the  permiffion  now  given  to  the  India  Company,  to 
borrow  a  million  for  the  purpofes  of  their  trade,  was  a  violation  of 
the  Minifter's  engagement  to  the  contraftors,  and  a  breach  of  the 
public  faith  of  that  Houfe.  Mr.  Francis  took  notice  alfo,  diat  this 
was  not  the  only  fadt  of  the  fame  kind,  which  had  occurred.  That 
tjie  Irifh  Government  were  aSually  negotiating  a  loan  of  a  million  in 
the  City,  which  could  not  happen  without  the  concurrence  of  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  though  he  had  never  hinted  at  fuch  a 
tranfadion  in  his  negociation  with  the  fubfcribers  to  the  loan.  That 
this  attempt  to  raife  money  here  for  the  fervice  of  Ireland,  he  be- 
lieved, was  againft  law  ;  but,  at  all  events,  it  amounted  to  a4fiother 
breach  of  faith  to  the  fubfcribers. 

Mr.  Chancellor  PITT  affirmed  that  nothing  of  any  kind,  di- 
seiElly  or  indiredly,  had  pa  fled  between  him  and  the  gentlemen 
who  undertook  the  loan,  by  which  he  was  at  all  precluded  from  fup- 
porting  the  loan  propofed  for  the  ufc  of  the  India  Company,  if  they 
Ihould  want  it.  That,  as  to  the  Irifh  loan,  it  was  not  before  the 
Houfe. 

Mr.  FRANCIS  afferted  that,  in  ftating  the  fea  as.  he  had 
done,  he  had  fpoken  from  authority,  which  he  believed  to  be  on- 
queftionable.*  /  .  . 

*  In  order  that  the  reader  may  be  poffefled  of  the  authority  upon  which 
Mr.  Francis  founded  his  afTertion,  it  will  be  necclfepy  to  advert  to  a 
(ubfequent  declaration,  figned  by  the  contra<S):ors  lor  thcloan^aind  by  them 
fixed  up  at  the  Bank,  for  the  information  of  the  public,  viz. 

*'  London,  April  28^  1794- 
"  Whereas  it  is  reported,  that  a  loan  for  the  £mperar  of  Gennany  is 
about  to  be  negociatcd  in  England,  and  by  the  authority  of  Parliataentj 
We  the  under-written  contraftors  for  the  loan  of  this  year,  think  it  pro- 
per and  incumbent  on  us  to  declare,  That  it  was  apofitive  condition 
(clearly  cxpreffed  and  underltood)  with  the  right  honourable  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer,  that  no  other  borrowing  or  funding  fliouid  take 
place  this  year,  but  the  loan  of  eleven  millions  and  the  funding  of  the 
navy,  not  exceeding  two  millions;  and  that  the  Exchequer  bills,  circu- 
lated with  the  Public,  were  not  to  exceed  two  millions,  being  the  fame 
amount  as  the  preceding  year. 

*^  GOnSCHAtL  JOHNSON. 
"  JAMES  MORGAN-. 

"  JOHN  JULIUS  ANGERSTEIN." 
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Goloiiei  M'LfeC^D  fiiidj  flic  right  honourable  gentfcman  had 
anfwered  his  hortouhibie  finend  in  a  way  that  was  not, at  all  fatisfac- 
fory.  Whethef  the  rif^ht  hotioutable  gentlemail  did  or  did  not  men- 
tion it  to  itto  fiibfcriberdi  he  itiuft  khow  the  loan  was  not  fo  good  if 
he  wai  to  raife  ihore  xnoney^  and  therefore  he  ought  to  have  informed 
file  ftibfcrii)crs  of  this  loan  of  two  millions  and  of  one  million. 

Mr;  D.  SCdnrr  fald,  the  honourable  gentleman  fccmed  totally 
to  mifundfhrfldrid  the  bufincfs.  They  talked  about  a  loan  to  the 
Eaft-India  Company^  and  a  loan  of  two  millions.  This  bill  only 
aathorifed  the  Company  to  iffue  bonds  to  the  amount  of  one  million 
if  thefc  was  ixyf  rteceflity.  Their  petition  did  not  even  ftatc  that 
there  Was  a  rteceflity*  They  were  to  have  reduced  their  bond  debts 
thig  ycai"- to  1^500^000!.  but  they  Could  only  reduce  them  to 
SjOOOibooL  beCaufe  one  million  of  debt  had  been  remitted  from 
india>  arid  had  beeft  difcharged.  Whereas,  when  Mr.  Secretary 
Duiidas  pn>i)ofed  tfi^t  the  bond  debt  (hould  be  reduced,  he  only 
meant  that  half  a  million  of  debt  fliould  be  transferred  from  India 
every  yeat,  but^  oil  the  cbrttraty,  a  whole  million  had  been  trans- 
ferrcd j  artd  the  Dirc6tors  thought  it  expedient  to  difcharge  it,  rather 
tiian  to  reduce  the  bond  debt  to  z  million  and  a  half,  becaufe  the 
India  debt  bore  5  per  cent,  and  the  bond  debt  only  4  per  cent.  The 
Comparty  otiiy  wlfhed  to  idue  bonds  to  the  amount  of  one  million, 
provided  the  exigency  of  their  affairs  required  it. 

Mr.  PRANCIS  replied,  that^e  underftood  it  perfeaiy,  and  it 
Was  the  firft  dme  iince  he  came  into  Parliament  he  ever  heard,  that 
the  ifluing  of  bonds  to  the  amount  of  a  million  was  not  a  loan. 

Colonel  M'LEOD  (aid,  if  it  was  not  a  loan,  he  did  not  know 
what  1  loan  was*  The  bill,  with  the  amendments,  was  here  ordered 
to  be  engroffed)  and  to  be  read  a  third  time  on  Monday,  if  then 
eDgrofled. 

M^jor  MAiTLAND  obferved,  that  in  bringing  forward  the 
hiodon  which  he  was  then  about  to  offer  to  the  Houfe,  there  needed 
ho  other  apolpgy,  than  the  want  of  fufficient  talents  and  eloquence 
In  the  perfon  who  undertook  it.  If  in  legitimate  wars  for  the  fup- 
pon  of  our  allies,  for  the  vindication  of  our  honour  in  rcfentment 
of  art  injury,  or,  what  was  by  far  the  beft  of  reafons,  in  our  own  de- 
fence, a  parliamentary  inquiry  into  the  operations  was  always 
thought  proper  to  be  inftituted,  how  much  more  neceflfary  was  it  in 
a  war  like  the  prefent,  the  motives  of  which  were  infcrutable  and 
its  objeds  undefined.  To  thofe  who  thought  with  him  that  our  firft 
operations  Were  ill  judged,  that  the  deviation  from  the  plan  of  the 
allies  was  imprudent  and  difaftrous,  that  the  Britifh  arms  on  tHe 
Continent  were  di%raced,  that  we  aSed  pcrfidioufly  to  thdc  whom 
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we  hjid  folemnly  eagaged  to  defend)  and  that  our  aitnies  on  the 
Continent  were  now  in  a  ftate  of  confideiiable  danger,  there  was  no 
doubt  but  an  inquiry  muft  be  acceptable.     But  greatly  indeed  muft 
the  neceflity  of  fuch  enquiry  be  increafed,  when  we  came .  feriouily 
to  confider  the  ufe  which  the  Minifters  of  the  Crown  were  making 
of  the  alarms  which  they  themfdves  excited,  when  in  afFe6ting  to 
avert  from  the  Conftitution  the  dagger  of  mangling  reformers,  (a 
dagger  which  die  right  honourable  gentleman  hlmfdf  had  firft  bran- 
dilhqd:)  they  adually  furrendered  it  to  the  axe  of  butdiering  pre- 
rogative.    To  thofe,  on  the  contrary,  whofe  opinions  were  the  re- 
verie of  all  thofe,  an  inquiry  fhould  be  equally  defirable,  in  order 
that  Minifters  may  have  the  opportunity  of  appcafing  the  anxiety  of 
the  nation,  of  confounding  their  opponents,  and  vindicating  their 
own  honour  from  unjuft  afperfion.    There  was  another  clafs  of  gen- 
tlemen, both  numerous  and  refpeflable,  within  and  without  doors, 
who  were  perfeftly  aware  of  the  blundering  coiidu6t  of  the  Minifter ; 
yet,  who  from  the  neceflity  they  conceived  of  carrying,  on  the  war 
were  involved  in  a  dilemma.     They  had  already  experienced  de- 
plorable inability  in  his  councils,  but  wifhed  to  entruft  him  with  the 
management  of  another  campaign^  relying  only  upon  hope,  the  laft 
refuge  of  the  defperate.     Perfons  of  that  defcription  could  not  be  in- 
fenfible  of  the  general  advantage  "of  enquiring,  though  unaccountably 
on  this  occafion  they  may  be  afirtiid  to  inftitute  it.     To  thefe  he  had 
little  to  fay.    He  muft  leave  them  to  their  dilemma.    As  he  meant 
only  to  trace  the  campaign  as  far  as  the  Britiih  arms  were  engaged, 
it  would  be  fufBcicnt  for  him  to  obfervc  upon  the  two  leading  opera- 
tions which  evidently  were  the  plans  of  the  Britiih  Cabinet ;  namely, 
the  unfuccefsful  attempt  upon  Dunkirk,  and  (he  ftill  more  unfortu- 
nate expedition  to  Toulon  ;  but  a  variety  of  circumftances  induced 
him  to  take  a  wider  field  of  obfervation  by  which  he  could  fhew  diat 
ever}*^  operation  was  unfuccefsful  in  which  the  Britifh  arms  were  en- 
gaged.   Here  it  would  be  neceflaiy  for  him  to  repeat  thefe  declara-. 
tions  which  he  had  frequently  made  before  of  having  no  defign 
whatever  to  arraign  the  conduft  of  our  Officers  or  the  valout  of  our 
foldiers.     As  far  as  depended  upon  them  the  glory  of  the  ^ritiih 
name  was  fuftained  in  all  its  ancient  fplendor.     The  misfortunes 
were  uniformly  to  be  attributed  to  mifmanagement  in  Adminiftration. 
The  fafety  of  our  allies,  fo  much  boafted  of  by  gentlemen  on  the 
other  fide  of  the  Houfe,  -could  fairly  be  attributed  to  no  exertion  of 
ours  whatever.     The  handful  of  men  we  were  enabled  to  fend  to 
the  fuccour  of  Holland  could  have  done  but  little,  even  if  they  had 
an  opportunity,  but  before  they  came  to  aft  the  allies  were  ab^ady 
fuccefsfiiL     If  the  avowed  objeft  pf  the  war  was  to  cffeft  a  change 
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in  the  internal  Government  of  France,  he  would  a(k  whether  after 
Ae  fafcty  of  Holland  was  atchieved  wc  cou)d  not  have  employed  bur 
forces  better  than  by  fending  them  to  Valenciennes  ?  An  event  hap- 
pened about  that  time  which  certuinlyaflbrded  a  very  favourable 
opportunity  of  overturning  the  denKx:racy  of  France.    The  execution' 
of  Loiiis  XVI;  had  divided  and  convulfcd  all  parts  of  that  ejrtenfivc' 
Empire.    The  armies  of  France  upon  the  frontiers  wcte  beaten,  and 
%ing  in  difmay'*  before  the  vidlorious  allies.     In  La  Vendee  wa^  a* 
revolt  in  favour  of  royMty,  fupported  by  adherents  fo  numerous  and 
lealous,  that  hid  w^  co-operated  with  them  while  they  were  vic- 
torious and  increafing,  there  was  a  better  chance  of  efFcfting  the 
Teftoration  of  the  monarchy  than  could  have  been  hoped  for  by  afting 
in  the  Netherlands.    Much  confidence  had  been  expreffcd  with  re- 
/peft  to  the  future  fuccefs  of  the  war  after  a  campaign  reprefented 
to  be  fo  highly  glorious  and  advantageous  to  us  and  our  allies.    Per- 
haps it  may  not  be  amift  to  view  for  a  moment  what  were  the  fen- 
timents  of  thofe  allies  themfelves,  relative  to  this  vaunted  fuccefs. 
The  Duke  of  Brunfwick  was  undoubtedly  at  one  time  as  fauguine 
In  the  hopes  of  fuccefs  as  could  poflibly  "be  cxpefted,  nor  did  it  ap- 
pear that  he  left'any  thing  undone  to  effeft  it.     Yet  at  the  clofe  or 
the  campaign,  fo  little  pleafcd  was  he  with  the  fpccimens  of  French 
non-refiftance,  or  fo  forlorn  was  the  profpcdl  of  proving  more  fuc- 
cefsful,  or  fo  little  fexpedant  of  the  neceflary  afliftance,  that  he 
quietly  returned  home  and  religned  his  command.     From  this  it 
Was  not  certainly  to  be  inferred,  that  he  was  highly  pleafed  with  the 
fuccefs  of  the  campaign.    What  was  the  opinion  of  General  Wunn- 
fer?  Precifely  Ae  fame  as  that  of  the  Duke  of  Brunfwiclc,  for  he 
alfo  refigncd,  and  would  have  no  more  to  do  with  it.    He  came  next 
to  confider  the  opinion  of  that  illuftrious  and  fuccefsful  Officer,  the 
Prince  of  Saxe  Cobourg. 

There  was  little  reafon  to  fuppofe  that  he  prided  himfelf  much 
more  in  the  fuccefs  of  the  campaign,  or  augured  better  for  the  future 
than  the  two  former  Generals.  It  was  not  indeed  confirmed  that 
he  had  yet  refigned  his  command ;  but  he  was  enabled  to  flate, 
from  good  authority,  that  his  refignation  was  not  far  diftant,  and 
the  Empctor  in  perfon  was  to  affume  the  command.  What  was 
the  opinion  of  the  Emprefs  of  Ruffia  ?  That  was  not  difficult  to  be 
difcovered  from  the  defigns  ftie  was  at  prefent  meditating.  Since 
the  acceffion  of  that  Princefs  to  the  Imperial  dignity,  (he  never 
regarded  the  affairs  of  Europe  in  any  other  point  of  view  than  as  flic 
could  convert  them  to  her  own  intereft  and  aggrandizement.  From 
the  events  of  the  lafi  campaign  (he  finds  lefs  occafion  for  conceal-  , 
mcnt,  and  her  views  begin  to  unfold  themfelves.     Ocxakow  wais  : 
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lately  deemed  (^fiifScient  importance  to  uiydtKe.tbts  ooiintry  in  tho 
diftrefle?  of  a  war,  zxid  vvq  had  rpw  the  piofpeiEl  of  lipei!^  thai 
lame  Emprefs,  whom  we  'w^re  then  vainly  bullying,  making  hejr 
triumphal  entry  ir)to  Conftantinople  to  pbligc  the  Grai^d  Turk  to 
renounce  hi^  neutrality.    The  ppinicw  q(  our  faithful  ally  th^  King 
pi  Pru0ia.Game  next  under  obfervat^n^  and,  fuch  .indeed  wa^  the 
whole  of  the  conduS  of  that  Great  Pprfonage,  that  it  d^ferved  to 
be  confidercd  a  little  more  a^  large.     Of  all  thp  powers  engaged  in 
the  war  againft  France,  there,  was  npt  oije  fojr.whofe  interference 
fome  rcafpn  might  not  be  given,  fave  only  tl^c  'l^ing  of  Pruflia, 
whofe  concern  in  the  byfinefs  no  ingenuity  could  poffiWy  diicover, 
The  Emperor,  from  his  relation  to  the  Royal  Family  of  France, 
and  the  danger  that  was  menacing  his  .tQrritoiy ;  the  Spaniards, 
Sardinians,   Dutch,  &c.  had  all  fome  excufc  to  offer ;  but  what 
was  the  cxcufc  of  the  Kii)g  of  Pru^Sa  ?  l  wards  th^s  clofe  of  th<? 
year  1789,  when  all  Europe  had  recognifed  the  new  Conflltutioi| 
.  of  France,  accepted  by  the  King,  his  Pruflkn  Majefty  was  the  only 
foyereign  who,  alive  to  the  dangers  that  mpnaced  thp  facred  right? 
of  King?,*  protefted  againft  FKnch  principle?,  and  prepared  for  their 
fujppreffion.     A  combination  of  events  j[u/:cje^ded,  which  drew  other 
gre^t  powers  into  the  confederacy  which  Jhe  was  fo  anxious  to  fornii 
and  without  having  fuftained|  or  having  any  reafon  to  appr<&hcnd| 
any  injury  whatever,  [^pceeded  to  the  invafion  of  Franpe,     Vet 
the  iiTl^e  of  the  la&  ca|(npai|^  gave  this  champion  pf  monarchy  a 
different  view  of  the  fubje£t  -,  and,  according  tp  a  State  Paper, 
which  die  Major  read  from  a  prankfort  Journal,  he  hftd  ordered 
his  armies  to  retire  &om  the  confines  of  France,  with  the  e^xption 
pf  his  contingent  of  20,000  men.     This  condudt  did  not,  in  his 
inind,  indicate  any  very  flattering  opinion  entertained  by  the  King 
*  pf  PrulTia  of  the  fuccefs  of  the  laft,  nojr  add  much  to  the  probabi? 
lity  of  fuccefs  in  the  enfuing  campaign.     He  came  next  to  the  opi- 
nion which  the  Emperor  himfelf  appeared  to  entertain  of  the  fortu* 
nate  iffije  of  this  boafted  campaign.     View  the  condition  of  thefe 
^umies,  which  in  the  commencement  pf  the  laft  year  under  Cobourg 
and  Clairfayt,  carried  yidipry  and  coi^queft  dirou^  Belgium  into 
France.    Stq)pied  in  the  caraer  of  thefc  fucceffes,  thpy  loft  ground  in 
the  clofe  of  the  campaigi^ ;  and  now,  inftead  of  rufbing  on  to  repeat 
their  vidories,  they  remain  immured  in  their  intrcnchments,  wait- 
ing for  an  attack.     In  addition  to  this  he  had  recourf&to  what  wa$ 
thought  fo  flagitious  a  meafure  in  the  French,  but  is,  of  cpurfe,  fp 
juftifiable  in  him,  the  expedient  of  railing  his  people  in  a  mafS| 
and  putting  arms  into  their  hands.     Indeed  fo  contagicnis  feemed 
:  to  be  the  influence  of  French  example,  that  the  Mimfter  of  thi§ 
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country  does  not  (ttfdain  to  imitati  the  pprfons  he  levlksr     Th^ 
frensh  laiii^d  patriotic  donatums,  he  r9quire$  voluntaiy  oontribu- 
doDs;  they  raUed  the  people  of  Franee  en  maffi,  and  put  aniit 
into  their  hands ;  he  raifes  the  people  of  En^and  </i  maffe  and  puts 
^nns  into  theii;  hands  alfo.     The  whole  o£  the  fyftfm  purfued  by 
the  Miatihy  in  this  war  was  a  fyftem  of  Imltadon,  thou^  if  ex- 
sample  ihould  have  influence  in  warning  men,  they  ought  to  be  de- 
terred from  it.     In  the  Aniorican  war  it  was  iaid,  (hall  an  undiP 
dplined  rabble  contend  with  the  well-difciplincd  armies  of  Great 
Britain? — Shall  a  vagabond  Congrcfs  not  fpeedily  bq  made  prifoti* 
£rs?<— Shall  their  depriciated  paper  currency  prevail  agalnft  our 
gold?  The  fuppofition  was  fcouted,  but  the  h&  eventually  took 
place;  fuch  exa£Uy  is  the  cry  at  prefent.     Shall  the  anarchy  of 
France  counteraA  the  wifdom  of  Cabinets  ;  Shalh  their  aflignats  be 
curreat  a^inft  our  folid  guineas?   Shall  miferable  Sans  Culottes 
make  bead  againft  th^  difciplined  veterans  of  Auftria  and  Pruffia  ? 
Shall  the  rabble  of  Paris  prefunie  to  make  head  againd  the  Duke  of 
York  ?  All  this  may  feem  improbable,  and  yet  the  thing  has  hap- 
pened.    Th^  proper  period  from  which  to  date  the  fettled  plan  of 
operations  for  the  campaign,  muft  neceflarily  be  from  the  meeting 
of  thjc  Congrcfs  at  Antwerp.    The  refult  of  that  conferervce  evidently 
was,  that  the  ^allied  armies  ihould  concentrate  their  ibrce>  and  aA 
widi  2U1  uidted  impulfe.     A  judicious  plan  unqueAionably  it  was, 
and  while  it  was  purfued  the  confederate  arms  were  victorious. 
Our  failures  and  misfortunes  began  from  the  moment  of  our  depar* 
ture  fiom  it.     There  was  no  difficulty  whatever  in  afcertaining  the 
quarter  from  whence  this  alteratipn  originated.    The  allies  in  gene- 
ral could  derive  no  advantage  from  a  divifion  of  the  forces,  and 
tracing  the  meafure  to  thofe  who  were  interefted  in  the  particular 
.eDterprize,  it  naturally  belonged  to  the  Cabinet  of  St.  James's.—* 
In  every  military  point  of  view  all  detachments  muft  be  hazardous, 
^d  their  fuccefs  muft  ever  depend  on  celerity  of  execution*     Yet, 
as  if  unconfcious  of  this  truth,  founded  upon  rcafon  and  experience, 
three  weeks  had  elapfed  from  the  furrender  of  Valenciennes  before 
jiie  Britilh  forces  proceeded  on  their  expedition  to  Dunkirk,  a  de- 
lay the  lefs  excu&ble,  as  they  were  not  in  the  interval  engaged  in 
ai^  other  enterprife  or  any  aSive  fervice.     The  Duke  of  York  ar- 
^ved  before  Dunkirk  on  a  fixed  day,  on  which  it  \f^s  appointed^ 
diat  the  ordnsuice  was  to  meet  him.    But  on  fummoning  the  place, 
^e  had  not  a  iingle  gun  to  employ,  or  a  lingle  gun-boat  to  aflift  him. 
The.Maftcr  General  of  the  Ordnance,  and  the  Firft  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty  were  equally  culpable  in  this  neglect,  fo  fl^rant  and  dif- 
graceful,  that  it  demanded  the  ftricleft  inveftigation.    Thus  did  the 
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gallant  Prince,  who  with  diligence  and  ardour  purfued  the  expedi- 
tion, experience,  in  lightof  lus  own  (horc,  the  painful  mortification 
of  feeing  his  projeft  fruftratcd  ;  arid  thus  xiid  his  brave  followers, 
fluflied  with  the  hopes  of  conqueft,  almoft  within  the  view  of  their 
kindred  and  their  friends,  find  their  laurels  blafted  in  being  dtferted 
by  atieir  country.     The  ordnance  indeed  arrived  ^ight  days  'after 
tiie  appointment,  and  when  the  opportunity  of  ufing  it  was  loiV  irre- 
tijicvably.     It  had  been  faid  in  the  way  of  confolation  for  this  dif- 
iCMnfiture,  that  by  the  expedition  to  Dunkiifk  the  allies  gained 
Qucfnoy,  a  place  of  equal  importance.     To  this  he  would  reply, 
that  nothing  was  f^  recompence  to  us  for  the  difgrace  of  our  arms, 
and  that  another  incidental  acquifition  was  no  apoleigy  for  the  ne- 
glc6l:  which  occafioned  that  difgrace.     Befides,  it  was  an  error  to 
fuppofe  that  the  capture  of  Quefnoy  was  by  any  means  a  confeqnence 
of  the  attempt  upon  Dunkirk,  for  by  making  that  attempt  We  Jia- 
zarded  both  objeds,  whereas  by  remaining  united,  the  allies- would 
have  made  fure  of  conquering  Quefnoy  -firft,  and  Dunkirk  after- 
wards.   He  next  came  to  the  affair  of  Toulon,  in  which,  he  faid, 
there  appeared  a  feries  of,  treachery  and  mifmanagement  difhonour- 
^le  to  the  Britifti  name.    How  we  became  pofTeiTed  of  it  had  been 
reprefented  varioufly  by  Minifters,  as  it  fuited  their  purpiofes.   '  At 
one  time  its  furrender  was  held  out  as  a  proof  of  the  confidence  en- 
tertained by  the  good  people  of  France  in  the  faith  of  Englithmen, 
and  the  general  difafFe£tion  to  the  exifting  Government.     At  ano- 
ther time  it  was  inftanced  as  a  proof  of  the  great  wifdom,  fkill,  and 
intrepidity  of  Lord  Hood,  who  fo  completely  blocked  up  a  fuperior 
fleet  in  the  harbour  of  Toulon,  that  by  dint  of  famine  he  obliged 
them  to  furrender.     He  ridiculed  the  fuppofition  of  fuch  a  blockade 
as  could  induce  fuch  a  city  to  furrender,  and  compared  it  to  another 
celebrated  blockade  of  Marfeilles,  by  the  fame  noble  Lord,  as  re- 
cited by  himfelf,  that  he  had  received  an  intimation  that  General 
Carteau  was  preparing  to  carry  off  from  Marfeilles  a  confidcrable 
fum  of  money ;  "  ^^hich  defign,"  faid  the  noble  Lord,  "  I  have 
taken  efFcftual  meafures  to  prevent,  by  fending  a  cruizer  to  hover 
on  the  harbour,"    The  reafoning  in  both  cafes  was  equally  abfurd. 
While  the  harbour  was  blocked  up  Carteau  could  not  take  away  the 
money  by  land,  nor  the  Toulondfe  receive  provifions.     In  truth, 
diere  was  no  denying  but  we  obtained  poffeflion  of  Touton  by  treaty, 
and  by  that  only.     The  fall  of  the  Girondifts  had  fpread  difafFec- 
tion  and  revolt  throughout  the  extent  of  the  Republic,  and  more 
particularly  in  the  maritime  places.     The  whole  navy,  from  the 
Admiral  to  the  common  failor,  was  hoftile  to  the  Convention,  and 
it  was  while  this  impreflion  was  on  their  minds  that  Lord  Hopd 

4 


A.  1794.  DEBATES;  103 

made  that  unfortunate  acquilition.     He  did  not^  however,  obtain  it 
but  on  condition  of  afibrding  them  protedion,  and  guaranteeii^  to 
them  die  conffitution  of  1 789.     Thus  the  tranfa£tion  ftood  for  a 
while,  until  there  was  an  opportunity  for  the  hand  of  the  IVfimfter 
to  appear  in  it,  after  which  the  Toulonefe  were  promifed  to  have 
fuch  a  Government  as  fhould  be  agreed  upon ;  that  is,  thejr  were 
to  be  governed  by  an  hereditary  defpot,  who  was  to  treat  them  bet- 
ter than  the  other  defpots  his  anceftors.     When  Lord  Hood  to(dL 
polTdlion  of  the  place,  he  ftated,  that  Carteau  was  at  hand  vntti  an 
army  of  io,oco  men  to  oppofe  him,  and  that  the  army  of  Italy, 
the  number  of  which  he  did  not  know,  was  alfo  on  its  march,  yet 
having  landed  1,800  men,  he  confidercd  himfelf  fecure  againft 
any  attempt  that  fhould  be  made.— Thus  with  an  army  of  1,800 
men,  he  was  able  to  defend  a  circumference  of  1 5  miles,  and  man 
eight  (bong  fofts.    If  the  Minifter  was  of  opinion  that  Lord  Hood 
would  have  been  able  to  ftarve  Toulon  into  a  furrender,  he  would 
unqueftionably  have  provided  againft  the  event ;  but  fo  unexpcftedly 
tiid  it  happen  after  the  difcomfiture  of  the  Girondift  party,  that  they 
were  not  prepared  with  a  miIi^ary  officer  to  command  their  army  of 
i)Boo  men.     Captain  Elphinftone,  to  whom  the  command  was 
entrufted,  behaved  with  that  prudence  and  bravery  for  which  he 
was  diftinguifhed,  and  which  might  be  expefted  from  his  charafler ; 
but  being  of  the  naval  profeflion,  he  would  not  have  been  feleded 
for  that  command,  if  the  poffeffion  of  the  place  had  been  in  contem-^ 
plation.     Lord  Mulgrave,  an  olBSccr  whom  he  was  now  glad  to  fee 
in  his  place^    and  of  whofe  military  fkill  no  man  thought  more 
highly,  foon  after  took  the  command  of  2000  men,  in  addition  to 
thofe  who  were  already  in  the  garrifon,  with  which  he  not  only 
n^ade  feme  very  fortunate  forties,  but  alfo  put  the  enemy  to  tlic 
rout ;  and  had  declared  in  his  official  letters,  that  "  he  felt  himfelf 
2nd  the  place  in  a  comfortable  ftate  of  fecurity."     As  the  garrifon 
ftill  continued  to  increafe,  the  public  mind  might  well  be  fatisfied 
with  fuch  repeated  declarations.    •  About  this  time  Lord  Hood,  of 
Us  own  authority,  without  aifigning  any  reafon  for  it,  and  without 
^y  conununication  whatever  with  Parliament,  thought  proper  to 
give  away  four  line  of  battle  (hips,  by  fending  them  to  Brcft,  to 
increafe  the  naval  force  of  our  enemy.     This  was  an  aft  of  autho- 
fi^  which  he  was  not  entitled  to  exercife,  and  which  fliould  not 
pais  uimoticed.     It  was  not  till  the  unfortunate  capture  of  the  cou- 
rageous Governor  0*Hara,  that  the  true  ftate  of  diis  place  began  to 
^  fufpedled  in  this  country.    Then  came  out  the  extraordinary  and 
unexpeSed  difcovery,  that  though  a  ftiort  time  before  fuch  a  hand- 
ful of  men  as  1,800  were  deemed  a  fufficient  force  againft  an  army 
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of  1 6,0 60,  yet  now  it  was  ajipreheridcd  thsit  when  we  had  15,006 
Mien  in  the  place,  we  Were  riot  Hkely  to  maintain  bur  ground  againft 
35,000  befiegers*     It  was  with  extreme  reluflance  that  he  found 
himfelf  obliged  to  impute  perfodal  blafhe  to  ariy  ofiicet  wKattVcr, 
but  juftice  compelled  him  to  arraign  Lord  Hood  and  General  Dun- 
das  of  the  grcateft  mifcortdu6l  in  not  ihakirig  provifion  againft  an 
event  which  they  knew  to  be  inevitable.     Lord  Hood  was  much 
to  be  blamed  in  not  previoufly  fecuring  the  whole  of  the  French 
navy,  which  he  might  have  brought  off  with  the  titrtidl  facility* 
Both  commanders  were  much  to  blame  in  iiot  ihaking  difpolitiom 
for  fecuring  and  bringing  away  the  miferable  inhabitants.     It  was 
indeed  true,  a  confiderable  number  had  embarked,  i>\xt  finall.ivas 
that  number  when  compared  with  the  wretches  that  were  left  behind, 
and  given  up  a  facrifice  to  thofe,  from  whom  they  had  put  them^ 
felves  under  the  pjotedion  of  the  Englifti.    The  att^smpt  to  deftroy 
the  (lores  and  navy  was  as  pitiful  as  it  was  ineffedual.     They  were 
,  fet  fire  to,  but  the  fugitives  could  not  tell  the  extent  of  the  conflji- 
gration,  and  there  was  reafon  to  think  it  fell  greatly  fhort  of  dc- 
ftru6lion.     Had  we  been  difpbfed,  as  a  people  diftinguiihed  for 
fidelity,  to  keep  our  engagements  with  the  people  of  Toulon,  there 
appeared  to  have  been  fufficient  means  to  have  efFefted  it.     It  ynn 
an  opinion  which  no  military  man  ever  difputed,.  and  which  was 
acknowledged  under  the  old  government  of  France,  which  poffcffed 
the  beft  officers  and  the  beft  engineers  in  the  world,,  that  Toulon, 
againft  a  befieging  army,  could  not  be  defended  but  by  a  covering 
one.    The  armies  which  fhould  have  covered  Toulon  were  remain- 
ing idly  in  England,  one  under  Sir  Charles  Grey,  and  the  othctf 
under  die  Earl  of  Moira.     The  expedition  under  that  noble  Earl, 
though  he  did  not  intend  to  make  it  an  objed  of  the  prefent  motion, 
called  for  a  few  words  from  him. — No  man  could  entertain  a  higher 
opinion  of  the  merits  of  that  noble  Lord,  and  his  great  military  ta- 
lents, than  he  did.     To  fhew  that  this  was  a  prqjeft  Mdth  which 
the  country  had  been  amufed  without  a  hope  of  its  being  fuccefsfiil, 
he  only  dcfired  to  ftate  his  Lordfhip's  own  words  in  the  other  Houfe 
of  Parliament,  (which  he  then  quoted).     Let  thofe  who  think  that 
we  have  been  fuccefsful  in  the  laft  campaign,  or  thofe  who  look 
with  hopes  to  the  better  fuccefs  of  the  prefent,  confider  how  it  is 
commencing.     (Save  the  capture  of  a  paltry  ifland  in  the  Weft 
Indies,  and  a  fort  in  the  Eaft  Indies,  taken  almoft  at  the  com- 
mencement of  the  ;war,  there  is  no  fuccefs  that  we  can  boaft).    The 
fame  line  of  condu<S  is  ftill  purfuing  in  the  Mediterranean  which  has 
failed  at  Toulon.— An  attempt  is  making  to  reduce  Corfica  with 
only  1,400  men,  an  enterprife  that  could  be  attended  with  neither 
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honour  or  Advantage  to  the  officers  employed  in  it.— The  fame  un- 
certainty, with  regard  to  the  expedition  of  Lord  Moira  dill  remains. 
In  every  point  of  view  in  which  the  fubjcfl  could  be  viewed,  it  was 
one  that  demanded  inquiry.  He  concluded  by  moving,  "  That 
this  Houfc  will  refolvc  itfclf  into  a  Committee  of  the  whole  Houfe, 
to  take  into  confideration  the  caufes  which  led  to  the  failure  of  tlic 
army  commanded  by  His  Royal  Highncfs  the  Duke  of  York  at 
Dunkirk,  and  the  caufes  which  led  to  the  evacuation  of  the  port 
and  town  of  Toulon,  by  the  army  and  fleet  under  the  command 
of  Major-general  Dundas,  and  Vice-admiral  Lord  Hood." 

Mr.  JENKINSON  obfcrved,  that  he  was  ready  to  declare, 
notwithftanding  what  had  beeh  fo  confidently  afferted  by  the  ho- 
nourable gentleman  (Major  Maitland)  that  there  was  no  expedition 
tliat  had  been  planned  by  the  Britilh  Cabinet  which  was  not  cmi- 
nefltly  fuccefsful,  and  that  the  whole  fyftcm  of  the  campaign  was 
founded  in  found  wifdom  and  true  policy.     In  the  firft  place,  he 
would  take  a  view  of  the  feveral  enterpri/xs  that  had  taken  place 
during  the  courfe  of  the  laft  campaign,  and,  in  the  next  place,  con- 
iBder  the  fyftem  of  the  campaign  itfeif.     In  no  one  inftance  that 
occurred  in  the  Kiflory  of  this  country,  had  fo  confidcrable  a  force 
been  raifed  as  during  the  laft  campaign.     The  greateft  force  that 
this  country  in  any  one  former  period  had  raifed,  did  not  exceed 
22,000  men;  the  force  that  was  raifed  and  equipped  in  the  laft 
Campaign  anKXinted.to  upwards  of  37,000  men.     This  one  cir- 
^mftance  atone  was  fufficient  to  Ihew  the  extraordinary  exertions 
tliat  had  been  ufed  by  the  Government  of  the  country.     He  would 
maintain  that  the  expeditions  of  wlilch  the  Duke  of  York  had  th© 
command,  were  wifely  planned,  and  Ably  and  gallantly  executed. 
No  man  could  deny  but  that  the  prcfcrvation  of  Holland  was  en- 
tirely owing  to  the  Britifh  guards  being  fent  into  that  country.  Tliis 
was  a  circumftance  *  that  even  that  crafty  General  Dumourier  him- 
felf  had  acknowledged.      It  was  not  lefs  Angular  than  aftoniftiing^ 
that  throughout  the  whole  of  the  honourable  gentleman's  (Major 
Maitland)  fpeech,  that  honourable  gentleman  had  evinced  an  un- 
ufual  anxiety  to  take  away  all  credit  from  the  Britifh  Government, 
in  cafes  where  the  combined  arms  had  proved  viftorious.     That 
honourable  gentleman  did  not  recollect,  tliat  in  all  the  enterprizesi 
that  had  been  planned  by  the  combined  powers,  the  Britifti  Go- 
vernment had  a  very  confidcrable  (hare.     Subfequent  to  the  evacu- 
ation of  the  Low  Countries,  two  vcrj'  important  adions  took  place, 
the  battles  of  St.  Amand  and  Famars.     The  next  objed  that 
came  under  confideration  was  tlie  fall  of  Valenciennes.     There  chc 
Bridfti  army  was  the  befieging  army  uadcr  a  Britifli  commander. 
Vol,  XXXVIII.  P 
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and  fucceeded  in  the  capture  of  that  important  fortrefs.  He  could 
not  fee  any  reafon  why  the  Britifh  arms  (hould  be  deprived  of  the 
laurels  that  they  fo  glorioafly  acquired  in  that  enterprixe,  unlefs  the 
honourable  gentleman  would  be  pleafed  to  fay,  which  he  could  not 
imagine  he  would,  that  Ibtre  was  a  greater  proportion  of  Auftrians 
and  Pruflians  than  Britifli  troops  in  that  army.  Even  admitting 
tfiat  mode  of  reafoning,  the  force  of  it  would  equally  apply  to  the 
expedition  ag^inft  Dunkirk.  Of  that  expedition  he  begged  leave 
to  fay,  that  no  poflible  blame  could  attach  eidicr  upon  the  officers 
or  men  that  had  been  engaged  in  it,  but,  on  the  contrary,  the 
greatcft  degree  of  praife.  He  would  now  proceed  to  (hew  why  he 
Approved  of  the  expedition  againft  Dunkirk.  The  honourable 
gentleman  had  totally  forgot  to  mention,  in  the  courfe  of  his  fpeech, 
the  event  that  occurred  in  the  Camp  dc  Caefar.  In  the  firft  place, 
he  would  confider  the  objefl  of  Dunkirk  ;  and  in  the  next  place, 
he  would  confider,  admitting  the  obtention  of  it  to  be  an  objed,  the 
force  that  had  been  fent  againft  that  place.  No  man  could  deny, 
that  the  capture  of  Dunkirk  would  not  tend  to  enfure  fafety  to 
Weft  Flanders ;  and  the  pofleflion  of  it  would  be  of  confiderablc 
confequencc,  if  at  any  future  period  an  attack  upon  Lifle  (hould  be 
found  neceffary.  The  maritime  benefits  were  alfo  obvious,  as 
Dunkirk  would  afford  to  the  cruiz^rs  m  the  North  Seas  very  con- 
fiderable  advantages.  Confidering  Dunkirk  as  an  objeA,  it  was 
clear,  that  if  the  expedition  was.  to  be  undertaken  at  all  during  the 
laft  campaign,  it  could  not  be  undertaken  at  a  later  period  than  it 
was,  for  various  important  reafons.  Regarding  the  peculiar  fitu- 
ation  of  Dunkirk,  which,  if  it  was  not  attacked  at  a  particular  fea- 
fon,  could  not  be  attacked  at  all,  and  confidering  the  exifting  cir- 
cumftances  of  the  times,  it  was  perfeftly  plain,  that  a  detached 
body  from  the  combined  army  was  abfolutely  neceflfary  to  be  fent 
^againft  that  place,  at  a  time  when  the  whole  of  the  combined  army 
could  not  be  brought  againft  it ;  for  Mons  and  Bruflfels  could  not 
be  confidered  fafe  till  Quefnoy  and  M aubeuge  were  reduced.  But 
Aough  the  attack  had  proved  unfuccefsful,  yet  the  event  of  that 
attack  was  produdive  of  the  moft  folid  advantages.  To  repulfe 
with  fuccefs  the  army  that  had  been  fcnt  againft  the  place,  it  be- 
came abfolutely  neceffary  to  draw  together  a  confiderablc  force,  to 
be  an  overmatch  for  our  covering  army.  This  a6tually  jyas  the 
cafe  ;  for  the  French  having  drawn  off  a  v^ry  extraordinary  force 
from  the  lines  of  Weiffembourg,  to  repulfe  our  covering  army  at 
Dunkirk,  Quefnoy  became  an  eafy  conqueft.  From  this  circum- 
ftance  it  was  apparent  that  Dunkirk  was  looked  upon  as  an  objeS 
by  the  French.    ^Confidering  the  capture  of  Quefnoy,  which  was 
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die  undoubted  coniequence  of  this  diveriion,  and  regarcKpg  the 
other  exii\ing  circumihinces  of  that  period^  when  the  main  army  of 
die  combined  powers  was  direded  to  the  obtaining  advantageous 
pofts,  and  to  the  keeping  in  doubt  and  in  check  the  army  of  the 
enemy,  no  blame  was  to  be  imputed  to  the  troops  lent  ag^nft 
Dunkirk  for  their  want  of  fuccefs,  inafmuch  as  they  had  to  con- 
tend with  a  very  fuperior  force ;  nor  to  the  planners  of  that  expe- 
dition, for  not  fendii^  the  whole  x>f  the  combined  army  to  ths 
redu^ion  of  .the  place.    The  next  point  that  the  honourable  gentle^ 
man  (Major  Maitland)  had  touched  upon,  was  the  af&ir  at  Toulon. 
By  the  declaration  at  Toulon,  the  honourable  gentleman  faid,  that 
the  BritiHi  honour  and  the  Britifh  faith  flood  pledged  to  the  confti- 
tiition  of  France.     He  begged  leave  to  remind  the  honourable  gcn- 
deman,  that  the  words  of  the  Declaration  were,  "  the  cmftitutim 
accepted  in  the  year  1789  *."     It  was  evidently  upon  this  that  the 
treaty  was  founded.     The  fecond  article  of  the  Declaration  dated 
that  the  white  flag  was  hoifted.  Every  man  knew  that  the  white  flag 
was  aboliihed,  by  order  of  the  Conftitucnt  Aflembly.     Then,  tak- 
ing the  purport  and  the  date  of  the  Declaration,  wherein  it  was 
ftated  that  peace  and  tranquillity  would  fuccced  the  four  years  of 
anarchy  and  confufion,  it  was  evident,  that  by  the  conftitution  of 
1789,  was  not  meant  the  conftitution  of  1 791 .     But  even  admit- 
ting, by  way  of  argument,  that  to  be  the  cafe,  the  inference  that 
had  been  drawn  by  the  honourable  gentleman  was  totally  falfe  ; 
namely,  that  we  pledged  ourfelves,  in  the  moft  unqualified  manner, 
to  render  prote<3ion  to  the  inhabitants  of  Toulon  ;  for  Lord  Hood 
faid,  that  if  the  Toulonefe  declared  themfclvcs  in  favour  of  the 
French  Monarch,  his  Britannic  Majefty  promifed  them  conditional 
protedion.     The  Toulonefe  confequently   declared  in  favour  of 
Louis  XVII.,  and  Lord  Hood,  in  the  name  of  his  Britannic  Ma- 
jefty, promifed  to  proteft  them,  and  to  reftore  the  town  to  Louis 
XVn.  when  on  die  thiDne  of  France,  and  v»hen  we  were  at  peace 
widi  that  kingdom.     We  did  not,  as  the  honourable  gentleman  had 
ftated,  promife  to  do  one  thing  at  one  place,  and  another  thing  at 
another  place.     No ;  the  conduS  purfued  by  Great  Britain  during 
the  campaign  was  uniform  and  confiftent.     But  what  was  the  real 
nature  of  the  war?   It  was  not  to  eftablifh  any  particular  fyftem  of 
Government,  but  to  deftroy  an  exifUng  fyttcm  of  Government  in 

*  For  this,  and  the  other  papers  aHu^^^d  to  in  the  courfe  of  this  de- 
bate, vide  a  Collection  of  State  Papers  relative  to  the  War  againft  France, 
now  carrying  on  by  Great  Britain  ^nd  the  feveral  other  European  Pow- 
ers, printed  for  J*  behrett,  Picc^diUy* 
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France.     He  would  contend  that  the  language  that  was  held  l>y  hia 
noble  friend,  was  perfedly  confiftent.      It  was  to  be  recollc<9ed, 
that  the  fubjggation  of  Lyons  had  enable^  the  French    to  come, 
againft  Toulon  with  confiderable  fuperior  force.      Infinuations  had 
been  thrown  out  that  were  totally  groundlefs,  relative  to  the  evacu- 
ation of  Toulon.     In  anfwer  to  fuch  groundlefs  infinuations,  he 
had^oply  to  obferve,  that  ever)'  man  wa§  taken  from  that  town,  on 
its  evaluation,  that  fel^  himfelf  difpofed  to  go.     The  Conrimiflion- 
er$,  in  diat  cafe,  he  contended,  had  a&ed  with  great  humanity, 
and  no  blame  could  be  imputed  to  thejn.     There  were  fome  of  the 
ij;ihabitants  that  would  not  leave  the  place,  in  the  hope  of  gaining 
the  good  will  of  the  enemy,  by  opening  to  them  the  gates  of  the 
town.     With  refpedt   to  the  four  (hips  of  which  the  honourable 
gcntleitian  made  mention,  the  only  reafon  for  fending  thena  lOto  the. 
port  of  the  enemy,  and  no  better  reafon  there  could  bo,  was,  that 
there  were  five  thoufand  French  feamen  in  the  harbour  of  Toulon, 
fo  exceffivcly  riotous  and  turbulent,  that,  for  fafety's  fake,  the  Cojn-t 
miflioners  were  obliged  to  fend  them  away  in  four  (hips.     The  ho- 
nourable gentleman  (Major  Maitland)   blanaed  Adminiftration  for. 
not  fending  our  whole  force  againfl:  Toulon.     That  was  an  engage- 
xpent  into  which  Great  Britain  had  never  entered-     Our  engage- 
ipcnts  never  went  to  tlut  extent.     The  nature  of  our  engagement 
^ent  to  fuch  an  extent  as  was  confiftent  with  the  various  objedts  of 
the  war.     He  would  contend,  that  as  confiderable  a  force  was  fent 
to  reduce  that  place,  as,  under  certain  circumftances,  ought  to  have 
l^en  fent.     The  next  point  that  the  honourable  gentleman  dwelt 
Vpon  was,  that  the  expedition  that  was  planned,  and  of  which  a 
noble  Lord  (Moira)  had  the  cpnimar\d,  had  totally  and  completely 
failed.     This  could  not  poffibly  happen^  fince  th,e  expedition  had 
not  in  fafl  proceeded  to  any  extent;  for  till  the  Roys^lifts  came  to- 
wards the  coaft,  we  had  continued  the  war  in  Flanders.     If  the 
.  war  was  to  be  carried  on  in  Flanders,  it  became  i^npotfible  for  us 
to  fend  any  efFc6tive  force  into  the  interior  of  the  country.     As  foon 
as  ever  the  Royalifts  made  approaches  towards  the  coaft,  we  inftant- 
ly  prepared  to  fuccour  and  afllft  them. 

Mr.  Jenkinfon  .faid,  he  v/ould  then  fay  two  words  refpefting  the 
fyftem  of  the  campaign.  A  good  deal  had  been  faid  about  the  term 
^'  fecurity."  A  right  honourable  gentleman  (Mr.  Fox)  bad,  on  a 
former  occafion,  faid  that  the  fame  fccurity  might  be  had  in  this 
"wnr  as  had  been  had  in  any  former  war,  and  adduced,  by  way  of 
inftance,  the  treaty  of  Ryfwick.  In  regard  to  this,  he  would  con- 
tend with  that  right  honourable  gentleman,  tjiat  there  was  not  the 
caft  poQible  ground  for  fuch  an  argument,  and  that  tlie  inftance 
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that  right  honourable  genntleman  had  given  could  not  bear  him  out 
in  his  affertion.  That  right  honourable  gentleman  Ihould  have  rc- 
Gollefted,  that  the  treaty  of  R)'f\vick  was  concluded  by  Louis  XIV. 
at  a  period  when  that  Monarch  had  a  dcfign  to  introduce  the  Pre- 
tender into  this  country  ;  and  in  order  the  more  efFediually  to  put 
that  defign*  into  execution,  and  to  throw  a  veil  over  his  intention^ 
be  entered  thus  perfidioufly  into  terms  of  peace.  But  was  that  a 
parallel  cafe  ?  Mpft  certainly  not ;  for  then  this  country  entered  into 
a  peace  that  was  grolmded  on  a  temporary  fecurity,  while  at  the 
fame  time  {he  ran  the  rifk  of  any  circumftance$  that  might  in  the 
csourfe  of  human  aiFairs  arife  either  to  deftroy  or  confirm  it.  Was 
that  the  cafe  of  France  at  prefent  r  No,  Great  Britain  liad  not  the 
leaft  fecurity  for  a  fingle  hour!  Were  this  country  to  make  peace 
Tilth  France  under  the  circumftances  exifiing  at  prefent  in  that  un- 
happy country,  independent  of  the  infecurity  that  was  attendant 
upon  fuch  a  peace,  inevitable  ruin  and  deftmflion  would  fall  upon 
the  head  of  the  perfon  there  that  would  conclude  it.  This  he  con- 
fidercd  to  be  a  complete  anfwer  to  the  affertion  of  thp  right  honour- 
able gentleman. 

All  the  diforder,  anarchy  and  confufion  that  diftradVed  Fiance, 
flowed  from  one  fourcc,  namely^  the  Jacobin  Club.     It  was  the 
gbjeflof  the  Jacobin  Club,  ever  fince  the  dcftrudlion  of  Federalifm, 
to  extend  their  influence  to  feyeral  correfponding  Clubs  throughout 
the  country.     In  the  execution  of  this,  the  Jacobin  Club  took  efpe- 
cial  care  never  to  veil  any  of  thofe  inferior  Clubs  with  fupreme  au- 
thority, but  to  make  them  uniformly  dependent.    Hence  he  argued, 
that  if  th(2  Jacobin  Club  w^s  once  deftroyed,  the  feveral  inferior 
and  dependent  Clubs,  from  the  circumftance  of  their  being  fo  nu- 
merous, would  not  immediately  agree  in  any  one  objeft  round  which 
they  might  rally.     It  was  generally  allowed  that  the  influence  of 
the  capital  in  ever}'  country  was  very  great,  but  in  no  one  country 
was  it  fo  great  as  in  France  at  the  prefent  day.     Another  aipimenlt 
advanced  by  the  honourable  gendeman  was,  that  the  people  were 
lefs  difpofed  to  infurrc6linn  now,  than  they  were  during  the  laft 
campaign,     But  the  inference  that  the  honourable  gentleman  ha} 
drawn  from  this,  was  wh^.lly  unfair.     W-'uld  the  honoutable  gen- 
tleman prove,  that  although  adlual  infurrcdlions  were  not  now  il> 
numerous  nor  fo  great  as  they  were  during  the  courfe  of  the  lafli 
campaign,  the  feeds  of  infurredion  and  rebellion  were  lefs  now  than 
this  time  twelvemonth  ?  From  his  own  knowledge  he  tvas  ready  to 
declare,  that  the  fpirit  of  infurredVion  was  as  great,  if  not  greater, 
at  the  prefent  day,  than  it  was  laft  year  in  the  three  grcateft  Citiefs 
pe^t  tp  Paris,  namely,  Lyons,  Mnrfeilles,  and  Bourdaaux*    There 
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other  places  where  that  fpirit  of  difaflfei5lion  had  manifefted  itfelf 
ij  a  very  ftrong  degree.     When  the  Royalifts  had  lately  pafied  the 
LcftrCy  they  were  allowed  to  proceed  forward  without  fuffering  any 
jsrevcntiort  from  the  peafantry ;  and  when  tie  Republican  army  had 
perffed  the  fame  way,    they  were  fired  upon  from  the  Villages, 
Mr.  Jenkinfon  was  confident,  that  if  the  Jacobin  fyftem  was  de- 
ftroyed  in  Paris, .  the  fyflem  of   anarchy  would  be  deftroyed  in 
France^     What  was  the  beft  means  of  deftroying  this  fyftem  of 
Jacobinifm?   If  the  war  was  carried  on  in  Brittany,  it  could  not  be 
carried  on  in  the  Low  Countries.     Were  that  fyftem  purfucd,  there 
was  no  poflible  chance  of  fucceeding..  To  carrj'  on  the  war  entirely 
in  brittany,  was  to  bring  coiifequent  deftruftion  upon  our  army. 
Defeat  and  difrnay  muft  have  been  the  inevitable  confequence,  and 
Ihc  Almight)'  alone  knew  whether  Europe  could  withftand  fuch 
another  ftiock.     In  his  opinion,  the  beft  mode  of  carrying  on  the 
campa%n,  was  the  making  ourfelves  mafters  of  fevcral  pofts  in  the 
Low  Countries,  fo  as  to  fecure  the  marching  forward  pf  the  CDmbined 
powers  j^to  the  interior  of  France.     He  had  no  difficulty  in  faying, 
that  the  marching  to  Paris  was  attainable  and  practicable  ;  and  he, 
for  one,  would  recommend  fuch  an  expedition.    While  the  prefent 
^'ilem  exifted  in  France,  the  enemy  had  only  one  advantage  over 
w»,  namely,  the  power  of  bringing  a  fuperior  forc^  to  any  one  place  ; 
but  on  cur  fide  there  remained  many  confiderable  and  peculiar  ad- 
vantages :  we  not  only  excelled  the  enemy  in  ftri^ft  military  difcipline, 
but  in  the  fuperior  force  of  our  cavalry.    In  the  prefent  difoiganize^ 
ftate  of  France,  it. was  impoflible  that  (he  could  raife  cavalry  as 
cafily  as  infantry.     During  the  latter  part  of  the  laft  campaign,  tlie 
cavalry  of  the  combined  powers,  owing  to  local  ciitumftances,  had 
been  of  very  litdc  fervice.    The  moment  that  the  pofts  that  enfured 
iafety  to  the  marchir^  forward  of  the  combined  powers  were  fecured 
in  the  Low  Countries,  at  that  very  time  the  cavalry  could  be  brought 
to  afSJ  with  very  confiderable  advantage.     Under  the  difad vantages 
Aathe  had  \ycfoYe  ftated,  Valenciennes  and  Quefnoy  fell  before  the 
yidoripus  arms  of  the  combined  powers.    There  was  every  profpcdt 
of  fuccefs  in  the  next  campaign.     The  vaioi^r  of  the  Britifli  troops 
was  diftinguiftied  in  the  laft,  as  it  ever  had  been  in  every  campdgn. 
He  would  leave  the  French  to  exult  on  account  of  the  battle  of  Jc- 
mappe,    where,    mirabile   di^iu!     60,000    Frenchmen    defeated, 
ttiough  with  confiderable  difficulty,    17,000  Auftrians.     At  the 
feme  time  he  need  not  mention  the  battle  that  was  fought  at  a  cer- 
tiin  phce  (Lincelles,)  where  i  500  JBritifti  troops  defeated  and  cut 
to  pieces  no  lefs  than  5000  Frenchmen.    That  fign:^l  vi6^ory  would 
reea^in  an  evcrlafting  honour  to  the  n^en  and  to  the  Coiifimaniier  tha^ 
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cng:iged  in  fo  haxsirdous  an  enterprife.  *    It  w^s  fmd,  diat  thl«  wast 
commearial  country :  the  only  way  to  prefervc  chat  commerce  and 
pofperityy  he  contended,  was  by  encouraging  a  martial  f|^rit  m 
ihb  country ;  that  fort  of  martial  fpirit  tfiit  in  cafcs  of  emergency 
would  find  its  way  to  the  plough  and  to  the  loom*     Since  wc  iia<2, 
during  the  courfc  of  the  laft  campaign,  defended  Holland,  capttn^ 
Quefnoy,  Valenciennes  and  Conde,  recovered  the  Low  Countries, 
and  atfhoft  crippled  the  French  navy,  he  could  not  be  convinced 
that  there  was  the  Icaft  ground  for  dK:  prefent  motion- 
Lord  MULGRAVE,  fenfible  how  unneccffary  it  would  be  fW 
him  to  enter  gehcraUy  into  the  fubjeA,  after  the  eloquent  and  a^ble 
mann^  in  wbtcli  it  had  been  treated  by  his  honourable  friend,  con- 
ceived it,  however,  his  duty,  from  the  lituation  in  which  he  had 
Jiappcned  to  ftand  at  Toulon,  to  fay  fomcTrhat  in  rq)lr,  to  the  ad- 
iufions  which  had  been  made  to  the  traniadions  that  took  place  theis. 
There  appeared  to  him,  his  Lordfhip  faid,    to  be  three  points,  to 
wlttch  die  €)fcje<5lions  of  the  honourable  Major  feemed  principally  to  te 
dire&d,     A  want  of  faith  in  the  condud  of  the  civil  affatfs  of  thar 
town,  a  n^led  in  providing  the  neceifary  mdans  of  defence,  and  a 
crinunality  in  die  manner  in  wUch  the  evacuation  of  it  took  plaoe. 
In  the  firft  place,  with  refpeft  to  the  civil  afFairs,  he  utterly  denied 
that  any  thing  like  breach  of  faith  was  imputable  to  the  Bridlh  upoa 
the  occafion.     In  taking  pofTeflion  of  the  town,  diere  was  but  one 
iniiilated  proviiion  adopted,  by  which  the  cegal  Government  in  die 
inoft  general  terms  was  e(lit>li{hed.     With  tefpcil^lto  the  hoifliqg 
the  white  flag,  he  related  an  anecdote  to  prove  tha^  it  was  an  ad 
nut  imputable  to  the  Britifh,  but  purely  that  of  the  inhabitants 
alone.     On  the  day  on  which  it  was  refolved  to  hoift  die  white 
flag,  die  principal  magiftrate  of  die  town,  {to  whofe  talents  and 
zeal  for  the  public  good,   his   Lordiliip  bore  the  moll  honourable 
ielHmony)  waited  on  Um  as  Commander  in  Chief,  and  rcqucfted 
his  prefence,  and  that  of  his  cheers,  at  the  ceremony  of  exchang- 
ing the  one  flag  for  the  other.     To  this  requeft  he  found  it  his  duty 
to  give  the  raoft  abfolute  denial,  alledging  at  the  fame  dme  as  his 
rcafon,  that  the  adl  itfelf  was  decidedly  that  of  die  French  nadon 
alone ;   and,  thcrcf<^e,  he  conceived  it  highly  improper  tl^at  the 
prefence  of  foreigners  ihould  give  it  the  appearance  of  being  done 
under  their  influence.-     With  refpe<a  to  the  Conftiturion  of  1789,1^ 
tliat  was  adq>ted  in  the  flipulation  between  the  people  of  Toulon 
and  us,  for  the  purpofe  of  quieting  the  fears  of  all  defcriptions  of 
perfons,  and  to  remove  ail  ipprehenfion  of  the  reftoration  ekherof 
die  ancient  or  modem  defpotifm.  -  In  661,  fo  little  were  the  people 
thcmfelves  acquainted  with,  of  agreed  upon  any  ^rccifc  idea  of  what 


11^  PAKLI  AMENTAR  Y  a.  17^4; 

were  thd  terms  6t  Conftitutiori  for  which  they  had  ftipulated,  that  ' 
confined  as  his  intercourfc  with  them  muft  have  been,  from  the 
multiplicity  of  bufinefs  in  ivhich  he  was  involved,  he  found  the 
moft  oppolite  fentiments  and  ideas  to  be  Entertained  upon  the  fiib- 
jc&.  Some  he  heard  cxprefs  fuch  deteftation  and  horror  of  the  old 
defpotifm  ;  her  baftilcs,  lettrcs  de  Cachet^  &c.  &c.  that  they  were 
ready  to  undergo  every  extremity  rather  than  fubmit  to  it ;  tvhile 
others  conceiving  that  they  had  adopted  the  andeht  fyfteni,  won- 
dered at  the  continuation  of  the  modern  authorities^  the  Sections, 

.  Tribunes,  MagiftrateSj  &e<  w^hcn  they  had  agreed  to  the  reftoration 
lof  monarchy,    with  all  its  appendages  of  nobilit)'^,  orders^,    and 
ipriefthood.     Thus  they  themfelves  were  by  no  means  agreed  as  to 
what  fliould  be  their  future  form  of  Govemmenti     With  refpeiS  to 
the  departure  of  the  four  fhips  alluded  to  by  the  honourable  gentle- 
man, the  truth  of  that  tranfadion  was  fimply  this :   When  the  town 
was^vcn  up,  it  was  by.  treaty,  which  provided  for  die  prefervatioh 
of  the  public  property  :  Of  this  defcription  were  the  (hipping,  which 
however,  were  not  furrendered  but  with  great  difficulty ;  and  in- 
deed a  part  of  them  came  into  terms  only  becaufe  they  found  their 
force  inadequate  to  the  means  of  refiftance.     In  this  fleet  were  above 
6000  feamen,  who  made  no  fecret  of  their  averfion  to  the  counter 
revolution,   and  who  behaved  in  fo  riotous  a   manner,  aitd  kept 
them  in  fuch  continual  alarm  left  they  fliould  rife  upon  them,    that 
it  was  found  neceflary,'  for  the  prefervation  of  the  remainder,  to  fa- 
crifice  a  part ;  and  by  furnifliing  them,  according  to  their  defire, 
with  four  fliips  to  carry  them  to  Breft,  to  avoid  the  two  evils,  either 
of  keeping  them  within  their  own  walls,  under  continual  alarms, 
or  to  have  turned  them  out  to  join  the  numbers,  and  increafe  the 
force  of  the  belieging  army.     With  refpedl  to  the  fituation  of  Tou- 
lon, fubfequent  to  this  period,  he  had  fomewhat  to  ftate.     Here 
he  begged  to  notice,  a  remark,  that  had  been  made  on  him  in  his 
abfence,    that  he  had  fcnt  home  difpatches,  ftating  the  comfortable 
fecurity  of  the  place,   and  yet  had  followed  them  home  within  a  few 
days  himfelf.     The  fadt  was,  thofe  difpatches  had  been  fent  oflT  a 
confiderable  time  before,  but,  by  delays  on  the  way,  had  not  reached 
this  country,  till  clofe  upon  the  time  he  was  obliged  to  return.^— 
Never  in  his  life  did  he  quit  a  fituation  with  fuch  regret  as  upon 
that  pccafion.      Having  held  the  rank  of  Brigadier  General /r<?  tern- 
fore  before  any  communication  had  taken  place  with  this  countr>''^ 
fufiice  it  to  fay,  the  appointment  was  not  continued  by  the  autho- 
rity here,  and  he  therefore  was  obliged  to  return,  in  confequence  of 
the  new  commiflion  that  was  appointed,  not  being  able  to  a6t   in  a 
Xubordinate  capacit)%     With  relpcfl  to  the  grounds  upon  which  he 
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held  out  the  idea  of  a  comfbrtabk  iecuritTy  as  to  our  continuance  in 
poffeflion  of  Toulon,  they  were  thefe— Inftcad  of  an  extent  of  fit 
teen  miles  that  we  had  to  defend,  ai  had  been  Hated,  the  fartheft 
extent  of  any  of  our  pofts  did  not  exceed  two  miles  from' the  centre 
of  Toulon.     It  was  true,  that  of  the  eight  pofts  we  occupied,  the 
whole  of  them  were  not  in  fuch  a  ftatc  of  forwardncfs  as  we  could 
wi(h,  owing  to  a  want  of  engineers  ;  but  in  return  for  that,   the 
beficging  army,  under  Cataux,  was  compofcd  of  the  very  worft 
troops  in  France,   none  of  the  troops  of  the  line  having  as  yet  joined 
them ;  and  from  the  manner  in  which  the  General  himfclf  occupied 
certain  pofts,  to  the  neglect  of  others  more  advantag^us,  he  was 
not  led  to  form  any  very  high  idea  of  his  (kill,  or  to  conceive  any 
Tiolcnt  apprehendons  of  danger  from  his  efforts.     Lyons  too  had 
not  at  that  time  fallen,  nor  did  he  expefi  it  would,  at  leafl  fpecdily. 
Add  to  all  thefe  circumftanccs,  he  had  applied  to  General  Dc  Vins, 
who  commanded  the  Piedmontefe  troops,  for  fuccour,  who  return- 
ed him  for  anfwer,  that  though  he  could  not  immediately  aiTift  him 
as  he  wifhed,  owing  to  fome  enterprife  he  was  about  to  undertake, 
yet  he  had  fuch  well-grounded  hopes  of  fucccfs,  that  he  trufted  he 
ihould  be  able  in  a  (hort  time,   perhaps  eight  days,  to  force  the 
French  to  evacuate  Nice,  and  to  fuccour  him  with  redoubled  cffc&, 
by  an  addition  to  his  force  of  twice  the  number,  and  alfo  by  the 
difcomfiture  of  the  common  enemy.     The  failure  of  that  General 
in  thofe  plans,  he  had  not  learned  at  the  time  of  his  fending  oiF 
thefe  difpatches.     He  trufted,  therefore,  that  the  Houfe  would  feel 
he  was  not  without  fome  foundation  for  exprefTing  fuch  a  comfort- 
able confidence  in  the  pofture  of  our  affairs,  as  might  tend  to  raife 
the  public  fpirit  at  home,  and  at  the  fame  time  deprefs  that  of  our 
enemies.     With  refpedt  to  what  followed,  fiibfequent  to  his  depar- 
ture from  Toulon,  he  would  not  undertake  to  (ay  one  word,  nor 
did  he  feel  that  the  characters  and  talents  of  thofe  in  whofe  hands 
our  affairs  were  entrufted,  needed  any  defciKe,  or  could  be  in  fo 
good  hands  as  their  own.     He  could  not,  however,  avoid  appealing;^ 
to  the  feelings  and  difcretion  of  the  honourable  Major  who  brought 
forward  the  prefent  motion,  how  far  he  ought  to  fuffer  himfclf  to  be 
drawn  into  accufations  of  military  men  in  their  abfence  ;  he  was 
hinofelf  a  gallant  officer,  to  whofe  talents  his  country  would  one 
day  probably  be  much  indebted,  and  he  put  it  to  him  to  conlidcr 
how  he  fhould  like,  while  rifking  life,  health,   and  reputatioii  in 
the  fervice  of  his  country,  to  have  his  character  impeached,r  and 
perhaps  his  Ifame  blafted,  by  the  attacks  of  a  young  political  Major. 
It  was  a  hard  return  for  military  men  to  becxpofed  to  fuch  attacks 
in  their  abfence,  doubly  fo,  when  perhaps  Hb^j  would  tixi^  them- 
Vot.  XXXVIII.  Q, 
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felves  obliged  to  facrifice  part'of  their  reputation  to  their  fenfc  of  diity. 
With  regard  to  the  evacaation  of  Toulon,  he  was  convinced  no 
blame  could  attach  to  the  conduft  of  commanders.     If  public  pit- 
paration  had  been  made  for  that  event,  interruption  from  the  ene- 
my, or  oppofition  from  our  allies  might  have  impeded  or  prevented 
the  cffedi  of  fuch  preparation.     As  to  the  charge  of  negledl  in  Mi- 
nifters  in  providing  the  means  of  defence,  he  (hould  only  fay,  that 
he  was  convinced  that  if  fucccfs  had  attended  the  efforts  made  on  that 
occafion,  in  any  proportion,  Toulon  would  have  been  in  our  hands 
to-,day,  nay,  even  under  all  exifting  circumftances,  he  would  flake 
his  life,  his  <:hara<^er,  and  every  thing  mod  dear  to  him,  as  a 
man  and  a  foldier,  that  if  the  whole  of  the  garrifon  liad  been  Britifti, 
he   would  have  prefervcd  that  ftation  to  this  country  dovm  to  the 
l^efent  hour. 

Sir  JAMES  MURRAY  declared,  that  he  (hould  not  long  in- 
trude  on  the  patience  of  the  Houfe,  but  there  was  a  circumftance  or 
two  that  had  been  feted  by  the  honourable  gentleman  who  brought 
'  forward  the  motion,  to  which  he  wiflied  to  fpeak,  and  likewifc  to 
make  fome  remarks  on  the  military  ideas  he  had  expreffed*  He  be- 
fore had  given  his  opinion  and  ftill  retained  it,  that  the  main  feat  of 
offcnfivc  operations  near  Valenciennes,  was  well  chofen  ;  as  at  the 
fame  tinic  that  it  afforded  the  beft  profpedt  of  penetrating  France,  it 
effectually  fecured  a  defenfive  barrier  to  the  Netherlands.  Whether, 
therefore,  we  look  to  fclf-defence  of  fuccefsful  attack,  the  choice  was 
moft  proper,  and  fortunately  united  both  without  Sacrificing  either, 
and  led  mcft  diredtly  to  an  effectual  profecution  and  fpeedy  termina- 
tion of  the  War.  Dunkirk,  concerning  which  fo  much  had  beerf 
faid,  was  allowed  on  all  fides  to  be  a  place  of  great  importance ;  and 
if  fo,  it  was  proper  to  attempt  to  get  poffeffion  of  it,  and  this  could 
hjt  be  done  in  any  other  manner  than  what  had  taken  place,  without 
lofing  fight  of  the  main  plan  of  the  campaign,  as  conduced  by  the 
Prince  of  Cobourg  ;  for  if  the  whole  army  had  attempted  it,  the 
other  objedts  muft  have  been  relinquiflied.  Bergues  might  be  re- 
garded, he  faid,  as  the  citadel  of  Dunkirk,  and  was  computed  to 
refi ft  three  weeks,  even  if  the. whole  army  of  Cobourg  had  advan- 
ced, for  only  a  given  number  of  men  could  be  a6hially  ferviccable 
on  a  fiege,  the  remainder  muft  neceffarily  conftitute  a  covering  army. 
Suppofing,  for  inftancc,  a  fiege  requires  50,000  men,  100,000 
will  not  expedite  the  capture  of  the  place  a  fingle  day,  and  in  the 
prcfcnt  inftance  the  main  army  could  not  have  returned  to  profecute 
the  fiege  of  Quefnoy  or  Maubeuge  till  the  feafon  would  have  been 
too  far  advanced  for  fuch  an  undertaking.  Unlefs,  therefore,  the 
main  dc%a.  had  been  rqlinquiflied/it  was  neceffaiy,  if  at  ail,  to 
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undertake  the  iiege  of  Dunkirk  as  a  detached  fcrvioe.  The  policy 
of  a  detached  plan  was  to  be  eftimated  by  the  injury  it  might  occadon 
to  the  main  objed,  however  defirable  in  itfelf.  In  this  cafe  no  in- 
jury whatever  occurred  to  that,  as  the  fiegc  of  Qitcfnoy  was  neceffarv, 
and  die  remaining  force  with  the  Prince  of  Cobourg  was  fully  ade- 
quate to  that  undertaking.  When  it  was  determined  as  a  detached 
plan,  no  time  whatever  was  k>ft  in  following  up  the  execution  with 
as  laige  a  force  as  could  be  fpared  after  the  capture  of  Valenciennes, 
and  the  army  was  before  Dunkirk  on  the  23d  of  Augiift,  On  the 
5th  of  September  it  became  neceffary  to  retreat.  The  caufe  of  this 
event,  was  the  immenfe  forces  the  enemy  had  collefled,  and  on  this 
fubjcft  he  differed  from  the  opinion  exprefied  by  Major  Maitland, 
that  the  itue  en  mafs  had  not  taken  place;  if  not,  certain  he  was, 
that  the  moft  vigorous  meafures  had  been  taken  to  recruit  the  army, 
as  he  well  ramembered  that  an  infurrciflion  took  place  among  the 
peafantS)  on  account  of  the  violent  means  ufed  to  oblige  them  to  cn- 
M.  A  part  of  the  army  of  the  Rhine  and  Mofelle  had  joined  the 
northern  army  by  the  2  2d  of  Auguft,  and  nearly  at  that  period  the 
liege  of  Dunkirk  was  commenced,  and  by  fome  prifoners  taken  on 
the  6th  of  September,  he  was  told  that  large  detachments  had  been 
fent  in  waggons  from  Bafle  in  Switzerland.  He  alluded  to  a  letter 
that  aiq)eared  in  the  public  prints  from  the  Duke  of  Brunfwick,  and 
which  he  deemed  authentic.  This,  he  faid,  mentioned  the  faft  of 
the  jundfion  between  the  armies  of  the  Rhine  and  the  North,  and 
attributed  to  that  event  the  failure  at  Maubeugc.  He  difclaimed 
all  imputation  on  the  Board  of  Ordnance,  and  faid  the  retreat  from 
Dunkirk  was  not  owing  to  the  want  or  late  arrival  of  cannon,  or 
ftores.  The  time  fixed  for  their  arrival  was  between  the  20th  and 
28th  of  Auguft,  and  in  fa6t,  part  arrived  on  the  2  2d,  in  the  morn- 
ing. The  moft  important  plans  of  the  campaign,  he  contended,  had 
fucceeded,  and  it  was  but  little  detraSion  of  its  general  fuccefs  to 
fay  fome  one  detached  plan  had  failed.  It  never,  he  faid,  was  fe- 
rioufly  thought  of  by  any  body  that  he  knew,  to  penetrate  in  that 
campaign  to  Paris,  or  near  it.  The  exertions  to  favc  Dunkirk  he 
rcprefented  as  contributing  to  lofe  Quefno}',  and  that  if  the  fiege 
of  that  town  had  been  foregone,  he  had  no  doubt  that  Dunkirk 
would  have  fallen.  He  could  not  agree,  however,  that  the  failure 
before  Dunkirk  in  any  degree  contributed  to  the  want  of  fuccefs  before 
Maubeuge ;  they  were  obg'eds  totally  diftinft,  plaufible  as  thajt  idea 
njight  on  a  flight  examination  appear.  In  addition  to  the  evidence 
^fthe  immenfe  force  collected  to  relieve  Dunkirk,  he-«nentioned  a 
report  of  60,000  men  being  in  the  vicinity  of  Lifle,  a  report,  how- 
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ever,  which  he  believed  rather  better  founded  than  thofe  whfch  were 
circulated  in  this  country,  about  the  lofs  of  artillery  before  Dunkirk, 
which  was  thfe  only  colour  to  any  thing  like  difgracc  on  the  fubjcd^, 
and  when  examined  would  appear  deftitute  even  of  that  colour. 
The  fiege  of  Dunkirk,  as  it  failed  in  its  objeS,  might -be  called  a 
defeat,  but  it  was  not  every  defeat  which  entailed  difgrace.     The 
retreat  wqs  orderly  and  flow,  nothing  was  loft  but  a  few  cannon,  and 
fome  inconfiderable  quantity  of  ftores,  and  thefe  were  left  under  thefc 
Circunnftances ;  ttiey  were  brought  to  the  point  of  attack,  not  as  ufual 
by  horfes,  but,  to  fave  that  expencc,  by  water  carriage,  which  took. 
up  a  fpace  of  i  o  or  1 2  days.     Had  they  been  brought  by  horfes, 
^  days  would  have  been  fufficient,  and  in  that  cafe  they  would  have 
been  taken  fafely  away.    The  determination  to  leave  them  was  not 
from  neceflity,  but  efteemed  preferable  in  point  of  policy  to  the  de- 
lay which  muft  neceflarily  have  been    incurred,  in  order  to  carry 
them  off.     The  British  troops,  he  faid,  had  gained  much  honour, 
and  had  been  of  great  fervice,  though  Major  Maitland  had  thought 
proper  to  regard  them  as  difgraced  and  oontemptiblc  in  their  effect. 
This  he  knew  not  to  be  the  opinion  of  the  Prince  of  Gobourg,  who 
had  acknowledged  the  fervices  of  the  Britiih  troops,  and  had  delayed 
profecuting  the  campaign  till  their  arrival,  and  ever  after  they  gave 
a  very  diftinguiflied  co-operation  in  the  moft  brilliant  fucceflfes  of  the 
campaign,  and  had  in  no  inftance  fyllied  the  militar}'^  charafter  of 
the  country,      Valenciennes,    Quefndy,    Famars,  and  LinccUes, 
bore  ample  teftimony  to  their  difcipline  and  valour.     He  then  reca- 
pitulated fome  particulars  of  the  fiege  of  the  firft  of  thefe  places,  and 
explained  a  difierence  of  opinion  which  took  place  between  the  Duke 
of  York  and  the  Engineers  relative  to  ftorming  the  born-work,  in 
which  His  Royal  Higbnefs  at  firft  gave  way '  to  the  cautious  recom- 
mendation of  the  Engineers  not  toftorm  fo  foon  as  he  wiftied,  but 
declined  withdrawing  the  troops  from  that  poft  when  it  was  taken, 
agreeable  to  a  recommendation  from  the  fame  perfons,  and  in  con- 
fequence  of  which  a  fortnight  was  faved  in  the  fiege.     The  retreat 
from  Dunkirk  was  not  only  flow  and  orderly,  but  was  alfo  fliort  and 
foon  converted  into  oflfenfive  operations ;  they  halted  at  Fumes ; 
Menin  was  foon  retaken,  Nieuport  faved,  and  the  inhabitants  of 
that  part  of  Flanders  relieved  from  their  uneafinefs  and  difmay. 
The  retreat  was  therefore  attended  by  no  circumftaiKC  of  difgraice, 
was  neither  precipitate,  nor  occafioned  by  error  in  the  plan,  or  die 
fuperior  fldll  or  valour  of  inferior  numbers.     It  would  have  been 
ridiculous  to  delr  y  fuch  a  Ijody  10  or  12  days  for  the  paltry  value 
of »  few  ifon  cannon.     On  this  fobjeft  he  appealed  tp  the  dodlrinc 
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advanced  on  a  former  night,  that  it  was  not  proper  for  anjr  Member 
to  hold  himfelf  obliged  to  diiclofe  any  thing  of  which  he  had  private 
infcnrmation,  and  the  difirloTure  of  which,  was  not  at  the  delire  of 
the  Houfe ;  but  as  what  he  was  about  to  relate,  was  a  matter  of 
public  notoriety,  no  inoonveiuence  could  enfue*  In  faA,  then  the 
whole  number  of  cannon  left  was  thirty-eight,  and  not  one  of  thefe 
were  brais.  Difierent  reports,  he  knew,  had  been  induArioufly 
circulated  here,  the  number  being  dated  at  1 00,  and  with  circum- 
fiances  of  prccifion  which  befpoke  authority ;  for  inflance,  the  re* 
fpe6tive  places  in  which  they  were  left  were  named,  and  in  particular 
a  certain  number  was  fsdd  to  be  left  in  the  great  mole,,  though  it  was 
not  poflible  to  place  any  one  in  that  iituation.  The  ftores  and  am- 
munition left  behind  was  alfo  incon(iderable,  not  being  more  than 
fufficient  for  the  fervice  of  one  week,  and  by  no  means  of  a  fufficient 
value  to  counterbalance  the  evil  of  a  farther  delay  on  a  point  of  po- 
licy and  expedience.  Before  he  concluded,  he  wifhed  to  flate,  in 
anfwer  to  a  reflediion  which  had  been  made  concerning  the  evacua- 
tion of  Toulon,  diat  be  came  to  England  in  the  fame  packet  with 
the  officer  who  brought  home  the  account  of  that  event,  and  that 
he  was  informed  by  him,  that  not  a  iingle  inhabitant  of  Toulon 
was  left  behind  who  chofe  to  leave  that  town,  and  fubmit  himfelf 
to  the  protedion  of  Lord  Hood. 

Mr.  SARGENT  could  not  avoid  feizing  this  opportunity  of  vin- 
dicating the  charaAer  of  a  noble  Duke  hi^  in  the  Ordnance  depart- 
ment, from  the  imputations  which  had  been  caft  upon  him  in  the 
courfe  of  the  debate,  and  iniinuations  more  unjuft  had  never  been 
made  ufe  of.  .  For  the  fatisfadlion  of  the  Houfe,  he  (hould  briefly 
(late  what  was  the  ftate  of  the  cafe,  and  the  tranfa£tions  which  had 
been  fo  much  mifreprefented.     When  the  order  came  from  his 
Royal  Highnefs  the  Duke  of  York,  for  the  military  ftores,  his 
Grace  was  then  commanding  a  large  camp,  but  on  the  firft  intima- 
tion he  hallened  up  to  town,  and  gave  the  necelFary  orders.     This 
was  on  the  6th  of  Auguft.     It  is  ufual,   when  military  ftores  are 
fbnt  abroad,  to  freight  a  veflel  belonging  to  the  Office,  but  as  the 
delay  might  be  great,  an  application  was  on  this  occafion  made  to 
the  Navy  Board.     When  gentlemen  confidered  the  extreme  diffi- 
culty and  trouble  in  the  execution  of  this  bufinefs,  it  will  be  found  a 
matter  of  furprife  that  they  (hould  have  been  got  ready  in  fo  (hort  a 
fpace  of  time,  as  to  be  iit  for  taking  in  ftores  on  the  20th.     They 
were  ten  in  number,  and  were  then  ordered  down  from  Woolwich 
(whither  they  had  repaired)  to  Purfleet,  to  take  in  powder.     They 
then  failed  for  Oftf^nd  pn  the  23d,  and  arrived  there  the   27  th. 
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Eight  of  them  could  not  get  over  the  bar,  but  ti^'O  did  This  was 
a  ftatement  of  fadJs,  for  the  truth  of  which  he  muft  pledge  himfclf, 
and  from  which  he  trufted  it  would  appear  that  no  delay  whatever 
could  poffibly  be  imputable  to  his  noble  friend. 

Mr-  JEKYLL  thanked  his  honourable  friend  for  having  in  fo 
fpiritcd  a  manner  brought  forward  this  motion,  and  as  long  as  this 
artificial  warccaitinued,  (for  he  muft  contend  that  it  deferved  that 
term,)  he  hoped  that  annually  this  motion  might  be  renewed  to  in- 
quire into  the  proceeding  of  the  laft  campaign.    He  obferved  that  the 
debate  had  taken  a  very  curious,  and  in  his  opinion,  a  very  impro- 
per turn :  the  gentlemen  on  the  other  fide  all  fpoke  as  if  they  had 
teen  put  upon  their  defence.     One  defended  his  conduft  at  Tou- 
lon, another  defended  his  condu<9^  at  Dunkirk,  a  third  was  bound 
by  gratitude  to  defend  the  Mafter  General  of  the  Ordnance ;   hut 
^il  this  was  entirely  out  of  the  queftion-    No  man  wiflied  to  crimi- 
nate the  officers  who  had  fcrved  during  tfie  cam}.)aign,  therefore  fuch 
defences  were  not  called  for :   the  attack  was  againft  Minifters,   and 
they  were  the  only  perfons  that  had  a  defence  to  make.    It  had  been 
allowed  that  miftakes  might  happen  in  all  wars,  and  therefore  that 
inquiry  was  often  neceffary  ;  it  was  the  refufal  of  this  in  our  prefcnt 
fituation  that  proved  the  corrupt  and  bad  ftate  of  Parliament,  and 
which  he  iioped  to  fee  much  improved.    The  noble  Lord  had  ftated, 
that  it  was  by  accident  that  he  had  any  command  at  Toulon,  and 
that  he  left  it  with  regret.     He  fuppofed  that  his  regret  arofe  from 
his  having  found  himfelf  fo  very  comfortable  in  his  fituation  there. 
His  Lordfhip  had  thought  proper  to  attack  his  honourable  friend 
with  the  title  of  Political  Major — ^that  Houfe  might  have  rccoile<ft- 
ed  to  have  fecn  him  in  his  political  capacity  as  a  Captain,  and  they 
might  now  behold  him  in  his  Political  Colonelcy  ;  he  had  acquired 
the  hauteur  of  his  rank,  though  he  could  not  afpire  to  the  dignity  of 
Veteran.     Experience  had  taught  him  not  to  fufFer  the  defences  of 
men  in  that  Houfe  to  take  much  effecl  with  him,  for  as  they  went 
only  to  particular  points,  in  which  they  may  have  been  concerned, 
the  public  has  no  farther  information  than  from  the  confined  evi- 
dence of  their  declarations.      It  was  a  paltr)'  way  of  getting  rid  of 
their  declarations.      It  was  a  paltry  way  of  getting  rid  of  the  ques- 
tion, to  heap  up  modes  of  defence  in  oppofition  to  the  manly  man- 
ner of  meeting  the  inquiry,  and  confronting,  by  authentic  proofs,  the 
grounds  of  accufation. 

Colonel  MACLEOD  obferved  the  honourable  gentleman  had 
infinuated,  that  the  Duke  of  Richmond  was  not  pledged  to  any  par- 
ticular time.     This  he  denied ;  and  referred  to  the  ftrong  argumepts 
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of  his  honourable  friend  (Major  Maitland)  tliat  the  fuccefs  of  an  cn- 
terprixe  dq)ended  on  the  celerity  of  execution.  The  noble  Duke 
muft  have  known  the  time,  and  muft  have  been  tied  to  a  day,  and 
almoft  to  an  hour.  He  then  adverted  to  the  fpeech  of  the  honour- 
able Baronet  (Sir  James  Murray)  for  whom  he  profciTcd  the  utmoft 
perConal  rcfpe6t,  but  could  not  help  remarking  that  there  was  a 
ftriking  refcmblance,  which  every  Member  muft  have  perceived, 
between  die  fpeech  and  the  difpatches  of  the  honourable  Baronet, 
both  in  point  of  lengdi,  obfcurity,  and  inconfiftency-  In  the  firft 
place  die  honourable  Baronet  had  ftated,  that  100,000  men  em- 
ployed in  a  (i^e,  could  do  no  more  than  50,000.  A  fingular  and 
an  extraordinary  poiition  !  When  a  great  number  of  men  are  em- 
ployed for  covering,  others  for  working,  others  for  forming  the 
trenches,  a  great  number  for  working  the  batteries,  &c.  &c.  &c.  it 
muft  be  furely  ftrange  that  all  thefcjoperations  can  be  performed  bet* 
ter,  and  with  nK>re  dlfpatch,  with  a  fmall  quantity  of  men  dian  a 
larger. 

Another  novel  argument  was,  that  Bcrgues  was  a  fortrcfs  of  fo 
much  importance  as  to  be  more  effcntial  even  than  the  citadel  of 
Dunkirk;  and  that  confcquently  Dunkirk,  if  it  had  furrendercd, 
could  nut  be  retained,  unlefs  we  had  gained  pofleiCon  of  this  im- 
portant place*     This,  however,  was  faid  to  require  a  three-weeks 
liege,  and  yet  no  attack  was  made  upon  it.     Why  was  not  a  de- 
tachment font  from  the  Prince  of  Saxc  Cobourg's  army  to  reinforce 
the  Duke  of  York,  if  thefe  places  were  of  fuch  importance  ?  and 
why  was  not  the  fortrefs  of  Bcrgues  the  firft  object  of  attack  ?  He 
did  not  mean  to  addrefs   himfelf  to  military  men,  but  to  men  of 
comnrion  fenfc.     He  then  made  a  general  appeal  to  the  Houfe,  of 
what  was  their  conception  of  the  nieaning  of  the  expreffion  that  had 
been  made  ufc  of  by  the  honourable  Baronet  of  "  a  pleafant  defeat.*' 
He  had  heard  .of  pleafant  victories,  and  had  fecn  both  victories  and 
defeats :  but  till  now  he  had  never  undcrftood  from  hiftorv,  from 
officers  or  foldiers,  that  a  defeat  was  pleafant,  and  therefore  wifhcd 
for  fome  proof  to  convince  him.     The  next  thing  he  defired  to  be 
informed  of  was,  "  the  brilliant  fuccefs  of  our  arms."     Was  the 
honourable  Baronet's  inft^nce  of  the  pleafant  defeat  to  be  claffcd 
amor^  the  brilliances  ?'r — How  did  the  Britiih  foldiers  diftuiguifti 
themfelves  at  Valenciennes  ?    He  did  not  mean  to  difparage  their 
exertions  or  their  valour  ;  he  knew  them  to  be  good  foldiers,  but  he 
knew  alfo  that  they  had  not  an  opportunity   to  display  their  fuperi- 
ority.     One  aSion  he  could  riot  but  commend  ;  in  that  they  had 
an  opportunity,  and  diey  ufed  it.     He  meant  the  adUon  under  the 
command  of  General  Lake,  an  able  and  accompliihed  officer,  of  ad- 
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tnirable  talents,  to  whom  the  praife  and  thanks  of  his .  country  are 
due.     Gtneral  Lake  was  fcnt  to  reinforce  the  Dutch,  who,  on  his 
arrival  at  the  place  of  appointment,  had  previoiifly  left  it,  and  the 
place  itfelf  was  found  in  poflefTion  of  a  ftronger  force  than  he  ex- 
peded,  and  to  which  his  detachment  was  not  equal.     What  could 
he  do.?— -To  retreat  was  dangerous.     With  the  promptitude  and 
ability  of  an  experienced  Commander,  he  inftantly  decided  tq  at- 
tack them.,  he  did  fo,  and  repulfed  them.     He  could  not  pofllbly 
Goncdve  any  reafon  why  an  inquiry  fhould  not  be  made,  (ince  it 
was  no  more  than  proper  that  the  people  (hould  know  botli  their 
good  and  bad  fuccefs.     His  honourable  friend  who  had  brought  for- 
ward this  motion,  had  formerly  moved  for  die  returns  of  the  killed 
and  wounded,  and  he  was  equally  at  a  lofs  to  know  why  they  (hould 
be  withheld.     If  it  was  in  order  to  withhold  from  the  enemy  the 
knowledge  of  our  loiTes,  it  was  a  fruidefs  precaution,  as  both  at 
Dunkirk  and  Toulon  they  muft  be  well  informed  already,  and  if 
the  returns  are  withheld  to  delude  the  people  of  this  country,  he 
fufpedled  they  would  know  too  foon  the  extent  of  the  calamity  in 
which  the  war  had  involved  them. 

Sir  JAMES  MURRAY  faid,  a  very  (hort  explanation  on  his 
part  would  anfwer  every  objedtion  Colonel  Macleod  had  made,  as 
he  had  midaken  every  affertion  which  he  repeated.     Generally 
fpeaking,  he  knew  full  well  that  any  given  military  force  is  better 
dian  half  the  quantity.     What  he  faid  was,  that  a  fufficient  force 
to  condu6i  a  (lege  being  admitted,  no  addition  of  number  would 
accelerate  the  redudtion  of  the  fbrtrefs  an  hour.     But  Colonel 
Macleod,  in  his  ftatement,  had  fuppofed  there  was  not  a  force  al- 
ready fufficient.     As  to  Beigues,  he  had  faid  the  grand  army  could 
not  have  returned  to  the  feat  of  their  former  operations,  in  time 
fufficient  to  prpfecute  any  farther  fiege,  if  they  had  advanced  with 
the  Duke  of  York's  army  to  Dunkirk,  which  then  muft  have  been 
made  a  main  objed,  and  not  as  it  really  was,  only  a  fecondary,  and 
fubfcrvient  to  what  were  conceived  the  more  important  purpofes  of 
the  campaign.     The  affair  of  Famars  he  had  not  mentioned  as  a 
retreat,  and  therefore  could  not  explain  what  he  never  uttered.— 
The  brilliant  exploits  of  the  BritKh  troops  were  to  be  looktd  for  in 
thofe  brilliant  adtions  in  which  they  co-operated  with  the  diftin- 
guilhed  effed  he  had  mentioned,  and  in  that  of  Llncelles,  the  only 
one,  befides  Dunkirk,  in  which  they  had  been  iingly  engaged,  and 
in  the  ctrcumftances  of  the  late  afiair,  which,  though  a  retreat,  did 
not  detract  from  their  former  credit. 

Mr.  CANNING  faid,  that  an  honourable  gentleman,  who  had 
juft  fkt  down,  made  a  diftindaan  between  a  military  man  and  a  marx 
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of  common  fenfe.     Now  he  was  not  a  military  man,  arid  he  hJid 
not  common  fenfe  enough  to  underftand  what  had  fallen  from  the 
honourable  gentleman.     He  cxprcflfed  his  thanks  to  the  honourable 
mover  of  the  queftion,  becaufc  it  brought  fon^'ard  the  only  fair; 
manly,  and  comprehenfive  attack  upon  Adminiftration  that  had  yet 
been  done,  ftrtd  at  the  fame  time  afforded  them  means  of  juftifica- 
tion.  As  to  inquiries  he  had  heard  fomfc  gentleman  fay  that  he  wi(hcd 
for  fuch  inquiries  annually ;  the  way  he  explained  this  was,  that  he 
Wilhed  for  annual  failures  to  produc^e  annual  inquiries.     Two  at- 
tacks had  been  made  upon  Minifters  very  inconfiftent  in  tlieir  na- 
ture— ^The  one,  that  the  objefts  of  the  war  had  never  been  defined. 
»— and  the  other,  that  Toulon  had  been  evacuated  after  being  taken 
poffeffion  of  under  a  defined  and  fpecific  treaty. — He  alluded  to  the 
difiiffion  which  had  taken  place  on  the  treaty  with  the  King  of  Sar- 
dinia, and  contended,  that  if  it  was  infilled  on,  that  we  were 
bound   by   Lord    Hood's   Proclamation    not   to  make   peace   till 
Louis  XVII.  was  feated  on  the  throne,  as  well  might  we  fay  tliat 
the  guardian  of  an  heircfs,  who  had  her  fortune  in  trufl,  was 
pledged  to  marry  her  if  fhe  could  not  find  another  hufband.     The 
Toulonefe  wilhed  for  monarchy ;  we  agreed  to  do  what  we  could 
for  them ;  we  had  faid  by  proclamation,  if  monarchy  is  cftablifhcJ 
We  can  make  peace,  but  we  never  made  it  the  Jsne  qua  non^  and  faid,  ^ 
that  until  monarchy  is  reftored,  we  never  will  make  peace.     Upon 
a  review  of  the  whole  tranfa^lions  of  the  war,  he  gave  his  warmcll 
approbation  to  the  conduft  of  Minifters,  and  afked  what  would 
have  happened  had  thofe  on  the  oppofite  fide  been  in  power — We 
fliould  have  been  at  peace  and  in  alliance  with  France,  and  as  we 
hiuft  have  taken  care  of  Poland,  at  war  with  Auftria,  RulTia,  'and 
Pruffia,  and  in  this  ftate  of  Europe  we  muft  have  guaranteed  tlvj 
Netherlands  to  our  allies  the  French.     This,  he  thought,  i\':is  the 
fituation  in  which  we  would  have  been.     The  fubfcriptit»ns  for  the 
relief  of  Poland  proved  it,  and  wc  would  have  been  plunged  into  a 
war  by  thofe  conftitutional  fubfcribers  for  Poland,  who  would  not: 
fubfcribe  for  the  fafety  of  tlieir  own  country.      The  French  v,ould 
have  been  our  belt  allies ;  we  would  have  had  no  alien  bill,  no 
traitorous  correfpondence  bill.      French  emiffarics  would  have  been 
our  beft  friends,  and  our  coflFers  would  have  been  filled  witli  French 
aflignats.     He  regretted  that  the  only  candid  and  manly  attack  this 
feflion  fhould  be  delayed  fo  long,  and  when  brought  forward,  brought 
forward  only  to  be  refuted.      Nothing  had  been  brought  forward  to 
fupport  it  except  general  and  vague  declarhation  upon  the  calamities 
and  miferies  of  war,  which  applied  in  every  inftance  equally  as  in 
the  prefent.    He  quoted  a  fixjcGh  from  Shakcfpeare's  play  of  Henry 
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die  Fourth,  which  he  applied  to  the  honourable  mover,  who  feemed 
to  think 

*'  That  it  was  great  pity,  fo  it  was, 

*•  That  villainous  faltpetre  fhould  be  digged 

"  Out  of  the  bowels  of  the  harmlefs  earth, 

**  Which  many  a  good  tall  fellow  had  deftroyed 

*'  So  cowardly  ;  and  but  for  thefe  vile  guns 

**  He  would  have  been  a  foldier." 

He  confeffed,*  however,  that  the  latter  part  was  mifapplied,  and 
concluded  with  an  animated  defcription  of  the  cruelty,  barbarity, 
and  atheifm  of  the  French. 

Sir  WILLIAM  YOUNG  oppofed  the  motion,  becaufe,  in  his 
opinion,  there  was  no  good  grounds  for  inftituting  the  propofed  in- 
quiry. The  war  had  been  wifely  conducted  in  every  quarter  ;  and 
it  became  the  Houfe  and  the  country  to  fupport  Minifters  in  the 
meafures  they  had  adopted  for  the  enfuing  campaign.  He  concluded 
Math  faying,  that  from  the  very  able  manner  in  which  the  noble 
Lord  (Mulgrave)  and  Sir  James  Murray,  had  explained  the  whole 
of  the  campaign,  every  farther  remark  from  him  would  be  fuper- 
fluous. 

Mr.  COURTENAY  requefted  the  motion  to  b6  read,  which 
being  done,  he  faid  his  reafon  for  it  was  to  judge  how  far  it  was 
applicable  to  the  whining  declamation  of  the  honourable  gentleman. 
He  had  woven  together  Toulon,  Quefnoy,  Conde,  Maubeuge, 
Valenciennes,  Oftend,  &c.  &c.  in  fuch  a  large  and  capacious 
web,  and  had  embroidered  it  with  fo  many  flowers,  as  to  make  it 
appear  very  fhowy  and  very  captivating.  But  the  plain  truth  was, 
that  there  was  fuch  a  mixture  of  ftufF  in  it,  it  was  fo  flimfy,  fo 
goflamer,  fo  cobweb,  that  it  was  the  very  word  produdVion  of  the 
word  of  our  manufadlurcs.  He  then  adverted  to  the  declaration  of 
Mr.  Canning,  that  "  if  the  gentlemen  of  Oppofition  had  been  in 
power,  there  would  have  been  no  war."  He  confefled  it,  and  fup- 
pofed  that  the  honourable  gentleman  had  brought  this  forward  as  a 
charge  of  recrimination.  Of  courfe  the  honourable  gentleman  then 
attached  a  merit  to  the  war,  which  unveiled  the  hypocrify  of  its 
promoters,  and  ferved  to  hold  it  out,  not  as  a  war  of  defence,  but 
a  war  of  acquifition.  The  young  ftatefman,  like  a  new  apprentice 
to  his  trade,  had  thus  unwarily  difclofed  the  fecrets  of  his' matter. 
Perhaps  he  was  not  enjoined  to  fccrecy,  and  without  that  injunflion 
had  imprudently,  though  zealoufly,  betrayed  the  craft  and  myftery. 
In  regard  to  the  reft  of  his  fpeech,  he  had  endeavoured  to  catch  tlie 
fpirit  of  it,  but  fo  foon  as  it  was  poured  out,  it  evaporated.  He 
ftrove  then  to  condenfe  the  thin  floating  vapours,  and  make  them 
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palpable,  but  all  liis  endeavours  were  in  vain.  The  honourable 
gentleman  had  difclaimed  his  belonging  to  the  military  clafs>  and  to 
prove  that  he  did  not  belong  to  the  men  of  fenfe>  he  had  made  a 
very  foolifh  fpeech.  He  muft^  therefore,  be  of  the  Epicene  gen- 
der— fomething  between  a  bird  and  a  moufe.  Mr.  Courteoay  then 
reviewed  the  aiguments  of  the  honourable  Baronet  (Sir  James 
Mumiy)  with  refpeS  to  the , brilliancy  of  our  arms  at  Valenciennes, 
Conde,  and  Quefnoy  The  honourable  Baronet  ought  furely  to  be 
apprifcd  by  what  means  thefe  places  were  taken.  They  were  taken 
in  confequence  of  the  treachery  of  the  French  General  Dumourier, 
without  which  none  of  them  could  have  fallen  into  the  hands  of  the 
combined  armies.  At  that  time  too  the  Republican  army  was  dif* 
oiganized  and  diibanded.  Every  Genera],  he  obferved,  like  Fay* 
ette,  if  the  principles  of  government  were  in  his  opinion  unjuft,  had 
a  right  himfelf  to  retire,  but  not  to  betray  the  truft  which  he  had 
received.  When  Dumourier  revolted,  the  Republican  army  con- 
fided only  of  17,000  men ;  what,  he  would  afk,  was  their  num- 
ber now  ?  He  then  took  notice  of  the  laboured  defence  of  the  plan 
of  operations  before  Dunkirk,  and  obferved,  that  the  prefent  motion 
went  not  into  the  meafures  of  thofe  who  condudled,  but  of  thofc 
who  projedled  it.  The  plan  was  formed  in  the  Britifti  Cabinet, 
and  die  right  honourable  gentleman  oppofite  (Mr.  Pitt)  advifed  it.— - 
[Aery  of  No,  No.] — Nay,  he  himfelf  had  avowed  it  during  the 
courfe  of  the  prefent  feffion.  [The  cry  continued].  Will  the  right 
honourable  gentleman  prefume  to  ftep  forth  and  deny  it.  There 
may  be  fomc  error,  though  there  is  a  ftrong  belief  in  the  country, 
in  which  cafe  it  will  be  both  reafonable  and  polite  to  fet  right  the 
public  opinion  on  the  fubjeA.  It  was  formed  tlien  in  the  Cabinet, 
and  contrary  to  Prince  Cobourg's  opinion,  and  the  opinion  of  other 
able  officers.  The  right  honourable  gentleman  probably  wifhed  to 
ftew  himfelf  as  great  a  General  as  Nouvois !  Probably  he  confidcrcd, 
too,  how  fmu^ling  would  be  depreffed,  and  the  fair  fale  of  brandy 
proniotfid,  by  the  taking  of  Dunkirk.  The  right  honourable  gen- 
tleman had,  however,  by  this  unlucky  advice,  been  the  caufe  of 
all  the  fubfcquent  misfortunes  of  the  campaign  ;  for  the  Prince  of 
Cobourg,  who  was  at  that  time  blocking  up  Maubeuge,  was  after- 
wards obliged  to  raife  that  fiege ;  and  the  reafon  of  this  failure  was 
the  weakening  of  his -army,  by  the  detachment  of  between  30  and 
40)000  linen  to  march  with  the  Duke  of  York  to  Dunkirk. 

Mr.  Courtenay  then  noticed  the  defence  of  a  noble  Duke  (the 
Duke  of  Richmond)  by 'an  honourable  gentleman,  who  had  fo  gratc- 
fiiUy  (fiiidiarged  all  obligations.  But  how  was  he  defended  ?  The 
honourable  gentleman  had  faid,  that  the  ftores  were  ready  in  time, 
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that  application  had,  upon  the  firft  intimation,  been  made  to  the 
Navy  Board,  and  that  the  tranfports  had  been  fitted  out,  and  the 
ftores  fupplied  without  the  fmallell:  delay.  But  what  does  the  Hoiife 
do  in  fuch  a  cafe  ?  Refufe  inquiry !  Something  ought  to  be  done 
even  for  the  (ingularity  of  the  thing.  If,  faid  Mr.  Courtenay,  the 
right  honourable  gentleman  will  condefcend  in  the  prefent  inftance 
to  give  fome  explanation,  he  will  (land  much  higher  in  my  opinion 
than  he  has  hitherto  done,  if  that  be  of  any  confequence  ;  and  al- 
though he  (lands  very  low  indeed  at  prefent,  to  be  raifed  higher  will 
be — fomethinff. 

O  v. 

Mr.  FRANCIS  faid,  that  there  was  a  very  extraordinary  paffagc 
in  the  fpeech  of  an  honourable  gentleman  oppofite  to  him  (Mr.  Can- 
ning), in  which  he  found  himfelf  particularly  concerned,  and  was 
bound  to  reply  to.  That  the  honourable  gentleman,  without  know- 
ing who  the  parties  or  what  the  circumdances  of  the  tranfadlion 
were,  had  thought  fit  to  throw  out  a  kind  of  fneering  refle<5tion 
upon  a  fubfcription,  undertaken  and  recommended  in  the  fumnier 
of  1 791,  for  the  relief  of  the  oppreflTed  people  of  Poland,  in  which 
he;  (Mr.  Francis)  had  taken  part.  That  the  honourable  gentleman 
feemed  very  fnuch  to  want  information  on  the  fubjeft.  He  did 'not 
know  that  th^  fubfcription  was  opened  in  the  heart  of  the  city  of 
London,  that  it  w'as  condu<Sled  at  the  Manfion-houfe, '  under  the 
aufpices  and  patronage  of  the  Lord  Mayor,  the  Sheriffs,  fome  of 
the  Aldermen,  and  other  principal  perfons  in  the  city.  That  the 
intention  of  the  meafure  was  virtuous  and  honourable,  to  aflift  a 
brave  nation  flruggling  for  their  freedom  againft  a  barbarous  defpo- 
tic  invader.  That  fuch  a  purpofe  defervcd  approbation  ;  at  leaft, 
it  ought  to  have  efcaped  a  cenfure  fo  unprovoked  and  uncalled  for  ; 
cfpecially  from  younger  minds,  frefh  from  the  ftudy  of  the  claffics, 
and  fuppofed  to  be  animated  by  the  recent  impre(rion  of  virtuous 
examples.  He  was  forrj''  to  fee  fo  young  a  member  deviate  fo  widely 
["  Order,,  order!"]  Mr.  Francis  faid,  he  meant  no  perfonal  re- 
fledlion,.  and  therefore  fhould  contient  himfelf  with  ^vowang  the  part 
he  had  taken  in  the  bu(inefs  of  the  Polifh  fubfcription  ;  which  was 
no  way  inconiiilent  with  his  refolution  not  to  concur  in  a  private 
fubfcription  for  a  public  fervice  in  this  kingdom.  That  individuals 
in  England  had  no  regular  conditutional  channel  of  communication 
with  the  people  of  Poland.  What  they  gi^ve,  they  muft  therefore 
give  directly.  In  this  country  we  had  the  medium  of  the  Houfe  of 
Commons,  who  alone  had  the  right,  and  who  alone  ought  to  have 
the  power  to  give  and  grant  fupplies  to  the  Grown.  In  the  firft  inr 
ftance,  the  contribution  intended  was  voluntary,  benevolent,  ancj 
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honourable ;  in  the  fecond,  he  thought  and  had  maintained,  that  it 
was  unconftitutional  and  illegal,  as  -well  as  utterly  unnoccflary. 

Mr.  CANNING  explained :  he  faid  he  meant  no  reflc<ftion  on 
thofe  \vho  had  fubfcribcd  for  Poland,  but  he  could  not  help  exprcf- 
fmg  his  admiration  of  that  fenfibility  of  mind  which  fo  happily  dif- 
tinguiihed  between  the  contributions  for  Poland,  and  thofc  of  his 
native  country ! 

Mr.  Alderman  ANDERSON,  feeling  himfelf  called  upon,  faid, 
that  he  was  Chairman  of  the  Committee  who  recommended  a  fub- 
fcription  in  favour  of  Poland,  and  at  the  fame  time  one  of  the  She- 
riffs for  Middlefex  ;  that  he  (till  conceived  he  had  a<5tcd  a  laudable 
part  on  the  occafion ;  but  though  Mr.  Francis  and  he  then  concurred 
in  opinion  on  that  fubjeft,  at  this  period,  he  believed,  they  widely 
differed  ;  for  the  Alderman  declared  himfelf  to  be  a  ftrenuous  friend 
to  the  public  meafores  now  adopted  by  Government,  and  that  he 
confcquently  countenanced  the  contributions  which  had  been  oon- 
dcmned.  He  trufted  he  never  (hould  be  backward  in  drawing  his 
purfe-ftrings,  when  the  emergencies  of  his  own  country  required  it. 

Mr.  ADDINGTON,  jun.  faid,  the  only  inftances  in  which 
we  had  been  unfuccefsful  were  at  Dunkirk  and  Toulon.  He  could 
not  fee  the  ufe  of  moving  for  an  account  of  the  ftorcs  left  at  either ; 
becaufe,  admitting  the  quantity  to  be  great,  it  >vould  furniih  no 
prcfumption  againft  Miniftcrs  that  they  had  not  provided  ample 
means  for  the  operatious  to  be  performed.  He  bcftowed  high  pane- 
gyrics on  the  Duke  of  York  and  Lotd  Hood,  and  hoped  the  war 
would  be  profecuted  till  the  fccurity  of  this  country,  both  internal 
and  external,  was  fully  afccrtained. 

Mr.  THOMPSON  faid,  the  fubfcriptions  for  Poland  were  to 
aid  an  oppreffed  people ;  and  if  the  people  of  this  country  (hould 
ever  be  oppreffed,  thofe  who  promoted  the  Polifh  fubfcription  would 
be  the  foremoft  to  fubfcribe. 

Mr.  I.  H.  BROWNE  faid.  Parliament  could  have  voted  mo- 
ney for  the  Poles  as  well  as  for  any  other  purpofc,  had  it  been 
thought  proper  ;  and  dicrefore  there  was  no  rcafon  for  that  fubfcrip- 
tion, which  did  not  apply  more  forcibly  to  the  fubfcriptions  now 
propofed  by  Minifters. 

Mr.  FOX  faid,  that  having  heard  no  argument  againft  the  pro- 
pofed inquiry,  he  (hould  not  attempt  repeating  the  arguments  in 
favour  of  it,  which  his  honourable  friend  who  had  made  the  motion 
had  ftated  more  ably  than  he  could  do.  The  noble  Lord  (Mill- 
grave)  admitted  that  the  lofs  of  Toulon  was  a  misfortune.  "I  Uis 
of  itfelf  was  ground  for  inquiry,  but  had  never  been  urged  as  gn.:nd 
for  cenfure,  unjefs  inquiry  (hould  (hew  that  there  had  been  nrifcon- 
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du<f(.     The  noble  Lord  thought  alfo  diat  the  imsfoitune  might 
have  been  avoided  if  the  aid  expeded  from  our  allies  had  been  fur- 
ni(hedy ,  or  if  the  fuccours  ordered  by  Minifters  had  arrived*    This 
proved  the  necefiit}'  of  inquiry,  for  it  was  material  for  the  Houfc 
to  know  in  what  manner  the  plans  of  the  Minifters  had  been  fruf- 
trated,  whether  by  the  fault  of  Minifters,  or  of  any  other  perfon. 
We  have  promifed  prote6lion  to  the  people  of  Toulon,  and  if,  on 
the  evacuation,  vvc  took  away  all  thofe  who  were  defirous  of  coming 
away,  a  circumftance  on  which  the  numerous  fubfequent  executions 
there  tended  to  throw  a  conliderable  degree  of  doubt,  we  had  the 
Icfs  to  lament  in  our  failure.     But  if  our  allies  did  not  give  us  all 
the  affiftance  they  might  have  done  for  an  object  fo  important,  it 
concerned  the  national  honour  to  (hew  vhe  world  that  we  had  not 
,  failed  from  our  own  fault,  but  from  their  backwardnefs.      It  was 
alfo  ryp.tttT  of  policy  to  know  whether  or  not  the  Emperot,  the  ally 
on  whom  we  muft  chiefly  depend  in  future,  had  promifed  aid, 
which  on  another  view  of  circumftances  he  thought  proper  to  with- 
hold.    With  refpedl  to  the  queftion  afked  by  an  honourable  gentle- 
man, what  he  and  his  friends  would  have  done  had  their  counfels 
been  followed,  he  fhould  only  obferve,  that  the  querift  immediately 
anfwered  himfelf,  for  he  immediately  added,  that  all  their  motions 
in  that  Houfe  led  to  peace.      It  was  highly  honourable  to  the  Duke 
of  York,  that  in  all  the  debates  on  the  conduft  of  the  war,  no  (ha- 
dow  of  blame  had  fallen  upon  him  ;  and  that  after  raifing  of  the 
fiege  of  Dunkirk,  Weft  Flanders  had  been  recovered  under  his  im- 
mediate orders.    His  admiration  of  the  conduct  and  valour  difplayed 
at  Lincelles,  was  not  lefs  enthufiaftic  than  thofe  who  extolled  them 
the  moft  ;  not  the  more,  but  certainly  not  the  lefs,  becaufe  he  had 
the  honour  of  numbering  the  gallant  officer  who  commanded  among 
his  friends  ;  but  particular  brilliant  anions,  in  which  ftnall  bodies 
of  men  defeated  forces  much  fuperior  in  number,  were  rather  pnx)fs 
•of  mifmanagement  than  of  (kill  on  the  part  of  thofe  who  dire(?ted 
the  general  plan  of  the  campaign.    We  were  now  told  that  the  ob- 
ject of  the  war  was  Paris  ;  and  that  in  order  to  get  thither,  we  muft 
vin  our  wny  town  by  town.    He  did  not  mean  to  queftion  the  choice 
of  the  means  if  fuch  was  the  end.     But  a  more  ntelanchuly  pix>fpe6t 
could  not  well  be  prefented ;  and  gentlemen  who  now  believed  that 
Paris  muft  be  taken  before  we  could  look  for  peace,  would,  he  ima- 
gined, go  home  with  lefe  fanguine  hopes  than  diey  had  hith^^to 
entertained. 

Mr.  JENKINSON  faid,  he  fpoke  only  his  individual  opinion, 
Tfirhen  he  faid  that  the  Jacobin  Fadlion  muft  be  deftroyed  in  Paris. 
Mr.  Chancellor  PITT. — ^At  the  prefent  advanced  period  of  the 
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debate,  I  rauft  own  I  have  very  great  doubts,  whether  I  ought  at 
all  to  trcfpafs  upon  the  patience  of  the  Houfc.     I  cannot,  however, 
help  rifing  to  exprefs  my  fatisfa£tion,  that  my  cxpeAation  has  not 
been  difappointed  with  refpcdt  to  the  arguments  brought  forward  in 
fupport  of  the  prefent  motion  ;  nor  do  I  fuppofc  that  it*  will  be  dif- 
appointed writh  refpeA  to  the  dccifion  of  the  Houfe,     When  the 
honourable  gentleman  (Major  Maitland)  gave  notice  in  a  previous 
converfation,  of  his  intention  to  make  this  motion,  he  afTcrted,  that 
no  adion  in  which  the  Britifh  arms  or  councils  might  be  fuppofed  to 
have  a  peculiar  (hare  during  the  courfe  of  the  campsugn  had  been  fuc- 
ccfsful.     Upon  that  ground  I  profefTed  myfelf  ready  to  meet  him, 
whenever  he  (hould  chufe  to  bring  forward  the  difcuflion.     I  muft 
confefs,  however,  that  I  ftill  had  fome  doubts,  whether  he  had 
really  any  ferious  views  to  prcfs  that  point  much ;  and  thcfe  doubts 
were  fuggefted  by  the  circumftancc  of  the  delay  in  point  of  dme, 
which  had  been  allowed  to  take  place  in  bringing  forward  this  mo- 
tion for  inquiry.     From  the  abilities  of  the  honourable  gentlemen 
on  the  other  fide,  and  thp  alacrity  which  they  difplay,  whenever  an 
opportunity  is  afforded  them  of  attacking  the  conduft  of  Adminifha- 
tion,  I  (hould  hardly  have  fuppofed  that  they  required  a  preparation 
of  no  lefs  than  three  months,  if  they  had  been  in  poffeflion  of  any 
obvious  grounds  upon  which  to  found  inquiry  or  fufpicion ;  Nay ! 
I  flionld  have 'Conceived  the  grounds  which  are  now  uigcd  not  only 
to  be  not  fo  obvious  in  themfelves,  but  even  doubtful.     There  arc 
only  two  purpofes  for  which  the  prefent  motion  can  with  any  pro- 
priety be  brought  forward  ;  firft,  either  to  point  out  the  errors  of 
the  laft  campaign,  fo  as  to  afford  a  lefTon  of  falutary  warning,  and 
fuggeft  the  means  of  avoiding  fimilar  miftakcs  in  future ;  or,  fe- 
condly^  to  ftate  fuch  grofs  negled  and  mifconduft  on  the  part  of 
Minifters,  as  to  demand  their  removal  from  office,  and  the  appoint- 
ment of  others  better  qualified  for  carrying  on  the  war.      If  I  am  to 
give  the  honourable  gentlemen  any  credit  for  their  public  zeal,  I 
certainly  cannot  fuppofe,  that  if  they  had  been  of  opinion  that  the 
prefent  motion  would  have  been  ferviceable  for  either  of  thefe  tW'O 
purpofes,  that  they  would  have  delayed  it  fo  long  as  to  prevent  it 
from  being  ufeful.    When  I  heard  the  aiguments  of  the  honourable 
gentleman  to  fupport  his  motion,  I  could  not  help  taking  notice, 
that  he  confined  his  animadveriions  on  the  conduct  of  the  campaign 
entirely  to  what  had  taken  place  in  Europe,  though  what  he  pro- 
feffed  to  attack  was  the  conduS  of  the  Britifh  arms,  and  in  all  our 
extenfive  operations  in  Europe,  we  had  almoft  in  every  inftance 
been  engaged  along  with  other  powers  :  but,  of  the  cfFedt  of  our 
operations  in  other  parts  of  the  globe,  where  Britifh  arms  had  been 
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cxclufively  employed^  he  faid  not  a  word.    In  this  inftance  I  cannot 
help  admiring  his  prudence.    The  honourable  gentleman  was  aware, 
no  doubt,  of  our  large  acquiiitions  in  the  Eaft  Indies.     He  was 
aware  of  our  having  acquired  that  valuable  fiftieiy,  which  belonged 
to  the  French  in  Newfoundland.     He  was  aware  of  our  having  re- 
covered the  Ifland  of  Tobago,  which  we  had  loft  in  a  former  unfor- 
tunate war.     He  was  aware  of  all  this,  and  his  attention  muft 
have  been  called  to  valuable  and  important  acquiiitions  in  the  Weft 
Indies,  which  though  not  yet  fecurcd,  we  had  every  profpect  of 
making,  both  from  the  progrefs  which  had  already  been  made  m 
that, quarter,  and  from  the  charaftcr  of  thofc  who  were  entrufted 
with  the  care  of  that  expedition.    The  honourable  gentleman,  how- 
ever, with  Angular  difcretion,  and  with  a  due  regard  tp  the  obje<5l 
which  he  had  in  view,  confined  himfelf  to  Europe,  and  to  Europe 
alone.     How  far  he  had  in  this  way  fucceeded  in  raifing  ground  of 
fufpicion  of  the  conduft  of  Minifters,  the  Houfe  muft  decide.     But< 
I  muft  own,  that  I  felt  fomc  encouragement,  not  only  from  this 
partial  view,  which  it  had  been  found  neceffary  to  take  of  the  fufc- 
jed,  in  order  to  bring  forward  the  prefeni  motion,  but  when  I  cori- 
fidered  likewife  the  perfon  from  whom  the  motion  came,  and  the 
phrafes  which  were  employed  in  introducing  it  to  the  Houfe  ;  when 
I  heard  the  honourable  gentleman  talk  of  the  war  being  unneceffary 
and  impolitic  in  its  commencement ;  when  I  heard  him  complain  of^ 
its  having  been  condudled  by  a  fyftem  of  treachery,  and  when  I 
heard  him,  from  the  events  of  the  paft  campaign,  (Jraw  the  moft 
melancholy  forebodings  with  rcfpeft  to  the  future,   I  might  indeed 
have  been  ftartled  and  difmayed,  had  I  not  recollected  that  the  ho- 
nourable gentleman  was  pradifed  in  this  fort  of  eloquence.      I  wasr 
indeed  fomewhat  comforted,  when  I  called  to  memory  that  for  two 
years  the  honourable  gentleman  liad  applied  the  fame  language,  and 
the  fame  arguments,  to  the  firft  campaign  of  the  war  in  India,  which 
had  in  the  next  campaign  been  fuccefsfuUy  concluded  by  the  noble 
Marquis  (Cornwallis,)  whofe  conduct  on  that  occafion  had  not  lef» 
contributed  to  raife  his  own  reputation  than  that  of  his  country  ;  and, 
who  after  having  given  the  moft  fignal  teftimonies  of  his  courage  and 
condud  in  fubduing  the  enemy,  had  procured  advantages  much  more 
folid  and  lafting  even  than  thofe  of  vidtory,  by  the  good  faith  which 
he  difplayed  towards  his  allies.    I  hope  that  the  events  in  the  prefent 
cafe  will  be  ^s  unfuitable  to  the  prediftions  of  the  honourable  gentle- 
man, as  they  were  in  that  former  inftance ;  and  that  the  -epithet* 
with  which  he  has  ftlgmatized  the  war^  will  be  found  to  be  as  iU- 
applied.     Should  the  event  of  the  prefent  conteft  be  even  favourable* 
in  a  mu(?h  fmaller  proportion,  than  that  of  the  war  which  we  carried 
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on  in  India,  I  have  no  doubt  that  the  honourable  gentleman  will  be 
equally  agreeably  difappointed.  Though  the  honourable  Major  con- 
lined  his  motion  to  the  tranfadions  at  Dunkirk  and  Toulon,  he  en- 
deavoured to  prove  that  there  appeared  mifcondud  in  the  whole  of 
the  operations  of  the  campaign.  I  do  not  indeed  complain  of  widen- 
ii^  the  ground,  in  bringing  forward  a  motion  like  the  prefent. 
When  a  queftion  has  been  brought  forward,  whether  we  fhould  ii^- 
ftitute  an  inquiry  into  any  particular  meafuie,  that  would  tend  to  in- 
temipt  and  embarrafs  the  functions  of  Government,  and  call  for  the 
piodu6Kon  of  inform^ion  of  their  preparations,  proje6b,  &e.  during 
a  war?  I  have  not  helitated  to  contend,  that,  to  go  into  fuch  an 
inquiry,  would  be,  in  general,  extremely  inconvenient.  I  have 
contended  that,  in  order  to  eAabliih  ground  for  fuch  an  inquiry,  it 
would  not  be  fufficient  to  ftate  one  or  two  inftances  of  failure,  but 
that  it  would  be  neceffary  to  bring  forward  prefumptions  of  fuch 
grofs  negled  or  mifcondu<St,  treachery  or  incapacity  on  the  part  of 
Minifters,  as,  if  proved,  would  difqualify  them  for  the  iituation 
which  they  held,  and  render  them  unfit  to  be  trufted  in  future  with 
the  conduft  of  the  war.  It  was  not  therefore  fufficient  to  ftate  that 
one  fiege  had  been  raifed,  after  feveral  others  had  been  fuccefsful, 
or  that  one  town  had  been  evacuated,  after  ftriking  a  great  blow  at 
the  naval  power  of  the  enemy,  in  order  to  conftitute  proper  ground 
for  going  into  an  inquiry.  To  this  ftatement  it  might  be  anfwered, 
that  raifing  a  fiege  was  a  common  accident  of  war,  and  that  the 
evacuation  of  a  town,  though  in  itfelf  matter  of  regret,  had  yet  been 
attended  with  circumftances  of  confiderable  advantage.  Thefe  were 
&fts  to  which  no  man  could  poffibly  liften,  as  grounds  for  going  into 
^  inquiry.  It  therefore  became  neceflary  to  ftate,  for  the  purpofe 
of  the  motion  brou^t  forward  by  the  honourable  gentleman,  that 
on  the  general  face  of  the  campaign,  there  appeared  to  be  mifcon- 
duft.  The  fair  ftate  of  the  queftion  then  was,  whether,  taking  in 
the  whole  review  of  the  campaign,  the  refult  was  fuch  as  to  juftify 
going  into  an  inquiry  ?  The  point  has  already  been  'fo  ably  and 
powerfully  argued  by  my  honourable  friend  (Mr.  Jenkinfon)  as  ren- 
tiers it  unnecelTary  for  me  to  enter  into  the  fubjcdt.  I  ftiall  only 
take  a  Qiort  review  of  the  proceedings  of  the  campaign,  with  a  view 
to  die  prqpofition  maintained  by  the  honourable  gentleman,  *of  the 
in  fuccefs  of  every  operation  in  which  the  Britifti  troops  have  been 
peculiarly  engaged.  The  honourable  gentleman  chufes  to  take  up 
Ks  view  of  the  (hare  which  the  Britifti  troops  had  in  the  campaign 
from  the  date  of  the  congrefs  at  Antwerp.  From  fome  ftrange  mif- 
take  of  date,  he  fuppofes  the  Guards,  under  the  command  of  his 
Voi.  XXXVIII.  S 
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Royal  Highnefs  the  Duke  of  York,  not  to  have  arrived  in  Holland 
till  the  firft  decifive  advantages  had  been  gained  over  the  French  by 
the  Auftrian  troops.  This  however  was  not  the  faft :  to  the  feafon- 
able  arrival  of  thefe  Guards  ipay  unequivocally  be  afcribed  the  falva- 
tion  of  Holland.  The  prefence  of  a  Britifh  Prince,  and  of  a  fmall 
but  chofen  band  of  Britiih  troops,  had  the  efFeft  of  infpiring  the 
Auftrians,  of  giving  vigour  to  their  efforts,  and  of  faving  that  coun- 
try, which  was  united  with  us  in  the  ftrifteft  bonds  of  alliance,  and 
which  it  was  of  moft  confequence  that  we  Ihould  proted:  from  the 
fury  of  the  enemy.  The  congrefs  at  Antwerp,  in  which  were  con- 
certed the  future  operations  of  the  campaign,  wiis  followed  by  the 
acquiiition  of  Conde,  Valenciennes,  Quefnoy,  the  affair  at  Fainars> 
&c.  At  Dunkirk  and  Maubeuge,  the  efforts  of  the  armies  were 
unfuccefsful,  fo  that  of  fiv«  places  which  w^ere  attempted,  three  we 
gained,  and  at  two  we  failed.  But  as  both  the  Britifti  and  Auftrian 
councils  were  combined  in  concerting  the  plan  of  operations  at  the 
congrefs  of  Antwerp,  both  were  entitled  to  a  (hare  of  merit  in  thofe 
advantages  which  followed^  In  all  thofe  adlions  which  had  been 
attended  with  the  moft  diftinguifhed  fuccefs,  the  Briti(h  troops  had 
a  great  f^iare.  The  Auftrians,  in  every  inftancc,  afligned  them 
the  foremoft  place,  a  circumftance  equally  honourable  to  themfelves, 
as  it  fhowed  them,  though  piquing  themfelves  upon  their  character 
of  being  the  firft  military  nation  in  Europe,  to  be  free  from  all  mean 
jcaloufy,  and  invidious  rivalry.  It  was  honourable  to  the  Britifti 
troops,  as  it  proved  that,  though  fighting  along  with  a  nation  the 
moft  renowned  for  their  valour  and  difcipline,  their  exertions  were 
fuch  as .  could  not  be  put  to  the  blufli,  and  even  qualified  them  to 
take  a  lead  in  the  operations  of  the  campaign.  And  however  we  may 
regret  as  a  fadl,  .the  failure  at  Maubeuge,  it  ftill  may  ferve  as  an  ar- 
gument to  account  for  the  failure  at  Dunkirk,  without  the  imputa- 
tion of  blame  in  any  quarter,  fince  it  (hews  that  the  Auftrians, 
though  much  more  numerous,  under  the  command  of  an  able  and 
experienced  General,  failed  in  an  Cnterprife  much  more  important 
than  the  acquifition  of  Dunkirk,  from  the  influence  of  fimilar  ac- 
cidents with  thofe  which  occafioned  the  failure  of  the  Britifti  troops 
in  that  quarter.  It  now  remains  to  determine,  whether,  taking  in 
the  whole  circumftances  of  the  campaign,  the  falvation  of  Holland, 
the  recovery  of  the  Netherlands,  tlie  acquifition  of  feveral  important 
frontier  tovms,  the  refult  has  been  viftory  or  defeat,  fuccefs  or  dif- 
appointment  ?  I  am  ready  indeed  to  admit,  that  the  degree  of  fuccefs 
may  not  have  perhaps  been  equal  to  our  wifties,  or  to  thofe  hopes 
which  we  had  formed  in  the  firft  inftancc.     This  was  eafily  ac- 
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counted  for,  from  the  extreme  anxiety  of  the  poblic  mind  with  re- 
fpefl  to  the  objed  in  view,  and  the  very  great  importance  of  the  ftakc. 
It  was  indeed  natural  to  wifli  for  complete  vidory,  where  nothing 
Ihort  of  complete  viSory  could  confer  any  degree  of  fccurit}',  or  be 
efiedlual  to  the  attainment  of  our  ends.  Befides»  our  hopes  had 
been  raifcd  to  the  higheft  pitch  by  the  rapid  and  aftoniftiing  fucccfs, 
which  had  attended  the  commencement  of  the  campaign  ;  and  the 
circumflances  which  afterwards  occurred  to  retard  the  progrefs  of  our 
anns,  muft  fomewhat  have  damped  thofe  fanguine  expectations 
which  bad  led  us  to  look  forward  to  a  continuance  of  the  fame  fuc- 
cdSf  though  thefe  circumftances  were  by  no  means  fuch  as  ought  to 
induce  us  to  defpair,  or  be  allowed  to  blaft  our  ultimate  profpedts  of 
a  favourable  iflue  to  our  exertions.  Having  faid  fo  much  on  the  ge« 
neral  refult  of  the  campaign,  I  (hall  here  remark,  that  the  queftion 
has  been  taken  up  in  anodier  point  by  an  honourable  friend  of  mine 
(Mr.  Canning)  who,  fiom  the  ability  he  has  difplayed  on  the  only 
two  occaiions  on  which  he  has  hitherto  fpoken  in  this  place,  has  af- 
forded the  Houfe  ground  for  the  mod  flattering  anticipation  of  what 
they  have  to  expeft  from  his  future  exertions.  My  honourable  friend 
has  aiked,  what  would  have  been  the  fituation  of  the  country,  if  the 
councils  ^ven  by  gentlemen  on  the  other  fide  had  been  adopted  ? 
That  he  admitted  it  might  poffibly  have  been  peace,  has  been  taken 
up  by  them  as  matter  of  exultation  and  triumph.  They  have  afked, 
boaffingly,  what  becomes  of  all  your  arguments  that  ftated  the  prc- 
fent  to  be  a  war  ftridHy  defenfive  ?  Biit  what  was  the  fort  of  peace 
dcfcribcd  by  my  honourable  friend  f  A  peace  whidi  at  beft  would 
only  afford  a  temporary  and  delufive  rcpofe  ;  and  at  what  price  was 
this  to  be  purchafed  ?  They  muft  have  been  contented,  in  order  to 
purchafc  this  peape,  to  have  pafTed  by  the  attacks  of  the  National 
Convention  upon  the  independence  and  fccurity  of  this  country ; 
they  muft  have  broken  the  faith  of  treaties ;  they  muft  have  facri- 
ficcd  Holland,  they  muft  have  given  their  fanftion  to  the  ambitious 
views  of  the  French  with  refpeft  to  the  Netherlands.  I  do  not  af- 
finn  that  any  gentleman  on  the  other  fide  ever  faid  he  would  make 
peace  on  thofe  terms.  But  what  do  they  mean,  when  they  contend 
that  the  war  on  the  part  of  this  country  was  unncceflfary  and  unpro- 
voked ?  Muft  they  not  admit  that  all  thefe  things  were  done  by  the 
French,  and  that  while  you  were  waiting  to  the  laft  moment  in  or- 
der to  fee  whether  any  of  them  would  be  recalled,  did  they  not 
crown  the  whole  by  a  declaration  of  war  ? 

Having  already  fpoken  to  the  general  ftate  of  die  campaign,   I 
will  now  ihortly  inquire,  whether  the  particular  failures  ftatcd  by 
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the  honourable  gentleman>  be  of  fuch  magnitude^  and  attended  with 
fuch  circumftanccs,  as  afford  ground  of  fufpicion,  and  juftify  going 
into  an  inquiry.     With  refpcdi  to  Dunkirk,  I  ftated  my  opinion  on 
.  a  former  day,  that  its  acquifition  was  certainly  fo  far  defirable,  if 
it  could  have  been  obtained  without  taking  up  too  much  tinie^  or 
employing  too  great  a  proportion  of  force,  fo  as   to  interfere  with 
other  objecfts  of  the  campaign.      It  has  been  repeatedly  ftated   by 
gentlemen  on  the  other  fide,  that  this  enterprize  againft  Dunkirk 
was  exclufivcly  the  meafure  of  the  Englifh  Cabinet*     I  have  no 
hefitation  in  faying,  that  as  MiniAers  and  Commanders  mufl  ne- 
ceffarily  be  combined  in  concerting  military  operations,  as  well  as 
blended  in  the  refponfibility,  the  diftinft  fhare  which  they    may 
have  in  advifing  a  particular  meafure,  is  a  fubjeft  not  fit  to  be  dif- 
criminatcd  or  difcufTed.     But  if  any  gentleman  fays,  that  the  expe- 
dition againft  Dunkirk  was  undertaken  without  the  complete   con- 
currence of  the  Royal  perfon  who  had  the  command  upon  that  oc- 
cljafion,  or  the  other  Commanders,  both  as  to  the  time  and  the  mode 
of  carrying  it  into  execution,  I  muft  inform  him  that  he  is  entirely 
miftaken  as  to  the  fad.     As  to  the  two  points  which  have  been 
brought  forward  to  account  for  the  failure  of  that  expedition,   the 
delay  of  the  ordnance  neceffary  for  carrying  on  t:he  fi^e,  and  the 
want  of  a  naval  reinforcement,  I  have  only  to  repeat  what  I  ftated 
on  a  former  oc<«^fion,  that  the  failure  was  entirely  owing  to  the  cir- 
Cumftance  of  the  covering  army,  under  the  command  of  Marfhal 
Freytag,  not  being  able   to  ftand  its  ground  againft  the  immenfe 
force  which,  by  the  dint  of  the  moft  extraordinary  exertions,  was 
afTembled  from  all  quarters  by  the  enemy.     As  to  the  blame  which 
has  been  attempted  to  be  attached  to  the  conduft  of  the  Firft  Lord 
of  the  Admiralty,  in  not  having  fent  a  naval  force  to  co-operate  in 
the  purpofes  of  the  fiege,  I  not  only  affirm  that  the  failure  was  in- 
dependent of  the  want  of  fuch  co-operation,  but  I   deny  that  it 
could  have  been  in  the  fmalleft  degree  ufeful ;  and  for  the  truth  of 
this,  I  appeal  to  the  experience  of  every  man  who  is  at  all  acquaint- 
ed with  die  nature  of  the  fervice.     To  the  conduft   of  the  Firft 
Lord  of  the  Admiralty,  in  particular,  no  blame  can  apply.     All 
Minifters  are  certainly  equally  refponiible  for  the  direftion  of  His 
Majefty's  naval  force,  and  I  have  no  hefitation,  in  the  ^efent  in- 
ftance,  to  take  that  refponfibility  upon  myfelf  to  the  fuUeft  extent. 
As  to  the  delay  in  fending  the  ordnance,  not  the  fmalleft  blame 
can  apply  to  the  noble  Duke  at  die  head  of  that  department ;  the 
rcquifition  was  not  made  till  a  very  late  period  ;  every  exertion  was 
xikd  by  that  noble  perfcn  to  get  it  in  readinefs  as  foon  as  pofTible  ; 
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and  after  all^  it  appears  to  hare  arrived  only  two  or  three  days  later 
than  the  time  for  which  it  was  demanded.     The  whole  ground  then 
that  can  be  ftated,  for  going  into  an  inquiry  of  the  conduft  of  the 
fiege  of  Dunkirk,  is  the  failure  of  that  enterprife.    Amidft  a  variety 
of  expeditions,  and  an  extended  line  of  operations,  £ulures  necefla* 
lily  muft  take  place ;  fuch  always  has  been  the  fortune  of  war,  nor 
can  one  or  two  inflances  of  this  fort,  where  diere  appears  no  pre- 
fumption  of  grofs  mifconded,  no  palpable  ground  of  fui]picion,  ever 
juffify  a  particular  inquiry.     We  (hould  Acn  indeed  have  what  has 
been  recommended  by  an  honourable  gentleman  (Mr.  Jekyll,)  an- 
nual inquiries  into  the  conduct  of  every  campaign.     On  the  bufi- 
ncfs  of  Toulon,  it  is  only  necei&ry  for  me  to  fay  a  few  words,  as 
the  fubjecl  has  already  been  fo  amply  explained  by  my  two  honour- 
able friends  (Lord  Mulgrave  and  Sir  James  Murray.)     The  force 
colleded  in  that  place,  within  fo  (hort  a  period,  diou^  unfortu- 
nately unequal  to  retain  it,  afford  fufHcient  proof  that  diere  was  no 
want  of  diligence  and  exertion.     If  it  be  confidered  that  we  did 
not  receive  intelligence  of  the  capture  of  that  place  till  Septpnber, 
that  a  variety  of  expeditions  were  going  forward,  and  the  forces 
employed  in  different  quarters  ;  that  the  place  itfelf  was  fo  remote 
as  not  to  be  capable  of  receiving  any  fpeedy  reinforcement,  I  am 
perfuaded  it  will  appear  no  ordinary  effort,  that,  previous  to  the 
evacuation,  there  were  coUefled  together  for  its  defence  not  lefs  than 
17,000.     My  noble  friend  has  ftated  that  meafurcs  were  taken  by 
Minifters  to  have  fent  fuch  an  additional  force  there  as  would  ef- 
feftually  have  retained  the  place  in  our  pofTeflion:  of  the  nature  of 
this  force,  and  the  circumifauices  fixmi  which  it  failed,  my  noblt 
friend  ftated  that  it  would  not  be  proper  for  him  to  enter  into  any 
explanation ;  the  fame  teafons  likewife  induce  me  to  be  (ilent  upon 
the  occaiion.     Some  part  of  the  mifcarriage  too,  he  ilated,  might, 
perhaps,  be  imputable  to  the  condudt,  of  thoTe  who  were  bound  to 
have  co-operated  with  us.    The  honourable  gentleman  immediately 
feized  hold  of  the  circumfbmce,  and  afked,  *^  Is  not  this  a  fit  mat- 
ter of  inquiry?"  I  beg  leave  only  to  retort  the  quefUon.     Is  it  de- 
firable  that  we  fhould  inflitute  fuch  inquiries,  while  engaged  along 
with  allies,  of  whofe  ailiftance  we  mufl  avail  ourfelves  in  carrying 
on  the  war?  Except,  indeed,  it  could  be  (hewn,  that  fome  very 
great  public  advantage  would  arife  from  inftituting  the  inquiry,  the 
mifchief  to  be  dreaded  from  provoking  fuch  a  difcuflion  is  too  ob- 
vious to  require  to  be  infiftcd  on.     There  remains  only  one  topic 
on  which  I  think  it  neceffarily  fhortly  to  remark.     Though  th# 
honourable  gentleman,  in  prefacing  his  motion,  difclaimcd  all  in- 


134  PARLIAMENTARY  A.  1794. 

tention  of  attacking  the  characters  of  the  Officers  concerned  in  c(mi- 
du6Ung  the  feveral  expeditions,  he  in  the  courfe  of  his  fpeech  de- 
parted from  the  principle  which  he  had  thus  laid  down.     In  cenfur- 
ing  the  conduft  of  the  evacuation  of  Toulon,  he  evidently  crimi- 
nated the  conduift  of  the  Officers  who  commanded  on  that  occafion. 
No  part  of  the  hlameof  the  tranfaftion  could  poflibly  attach  to  Mi- 
niders.     Of  this  part  of  the  honourable  gentleman*s  fpeech,   I  will 
only  remark,  that  it  is  an  attack  upon  Officers  engaged  in  the  public 
fervicc,  and  not  prefent  to  defend  themfelves :  and  for  this  Houfe 
to  countenance  fuch  an  attack,  by  going  into  an  inquiry  in  the  ab- 
fence  of  dxefe  Officers,  would,  I  conceive,  favour  both  of  impolicy 
and  ingratitude.     What  too  is  the  point  upon  which  thefe  Officers 
are  attacked  ?  Their  condud  in  the  evacuation  of  Toulon,  when 
they  had  to  contend  with  fo  many  difficulties,  when  fuch  an  alarm 
would  naturally  be  excited  among  the  inhabitants,  as  greatly  to  im- 
pede their  operations.      If,  as  I  ftated  on  a  former  occafion,  it  was 
recollected  what  would  be  the  buftle  and  confufion  attendant  upon  a 
common  embarkation  of  half  the  number  of  men  on  the  River 
Thames,  fome  judgement  might  be  formed  of  the  arduous  nature  of 
that  tafk  which  they  had  to  execute ;  and  when  it  i^^as  conlidered 
that  the  evacuation  had  been  effisdled  without  the  lofs  of  even  a  An- 
gle man,  and  with  the  deftrudion  of  a  great  proportion  of  the  ene- 
my's ihips,  fo  far  fix)m  there  being  any  ground  of  inquiry,  the 
greateft  credit  muft  appear  to  be  due  to  their  exertions-     As  to  thofe 
bloody  fcenes  which  have  been  ftated  to  have  taken  place  fubfequent 
to  the  evacuation,  the  univerfality  of  thofe  fcenes  all  over  France, 
though  it  cannot  certainly  diminifh  their  horror,  at  leaft  affords  a 
prefumption  that  they  are  not  in  this  inftance  to  be  afcribed  to  any 
want  of  attention  on  the  part  of  the  Britifh  Officers  towards  the 
inhabitants.     Certain  the  fadt  is,  that  none  were  left  behind  who 
were  difpofed  to  leave  the  place.       Many,  however,  no  doubt, 
might  remain,  from  an  opinion  that  their  countrymen  would  riot  be 
difpofed  to  carry  fo  far  that  bloody  and  vindictive  fpirit  which  has 
charadterifed  their  late  proceedings  ;  or  who,  having  felt  themfelves 
difaffedted  to  the  Englifti  while  they  remained,  might  fuppofe  that 
they  could  urge  that  plea  as  a  ground  of  indemnity  to  themfelves, 
or  even  claim  a  degree  of  merit  from  the  circumftance  of  opening  to 
them  their  gates,  or  affifting  to  fave  the  veffels  from  the  flames. 
Many,  no  doubt,  might  remain  from  the  influence  of  fuch  motives, 
and  might  find  themfelves  in  the  event  fatally  difappointcd  :  but  the 
delufion  which  had  influenced  thefe  unhappy  men,  an^  the  cruelty 
whiqh  had  marked  the  condudl  of  their  barbarous  countrymen, 
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could  not  certainly,  with  any  propriety,  be  brought  as  a  ground 
upon  which  to  juftify  a  chaise  cither  of  a  breach  of  faith  or  a  want 
of  humanity  on  the  part  of  the  Britifh  Commanders.  I  therefore 
contend  that  there  appears  no  foundation  for  the  prefent  motion, 
either  from  the  events  of  the  campaign,  or  from  the  conduft  of  the 
Officers;  and  that  the  time  at  whicli  it  is  accompanied,  and  the  to- 
pics on  which  it  is  uiged,  all  fumiih  the  ftrongeft  objedlions  againft 
going  into  the  propofed  inquiry. 

Mr.  FOX  faid  he  had  never,  by  any  fpeech  or  motion,  given 
room  to  fuppofe  that  he  was  more  inclined  to  abandon  our  allies,  or 
undervalue  the  Netherlands  as  a  barrier  for  Holland,  than  His  Ma- 
jefty's  Minifters.  He  had  merely  contended  for  the  policy  of  trying 
to  gain  the  points  in  difpute  by  negociation,  before  we  rdbrted  to 
war.  The  Minifter  had  negotiated,  and  failed  ;  and  the  only 
queftion  now  was,  whether  the  mode  of  negotiating  adopted  by 
the  Minifter  was  better  or  worfe  than  that  which  he  himfelf  had 
propofed. 

Major  MAITLAND,  in  a  very  able  reply,  fsud  he  wiflied  the 
motion  to  have  been  in  abler  hands,  and  particular  bufinefs  pre- 
vented him  from  making  it  fooner.  The  operation  of  the  war 
out  of  Europe  had  been  ftill  worfe  condufted.  Was  the  attempt 
on  Martinico  forgotten  ?  If  he  was  wrong  in  ftating  the  arrival  of 
the  Bridfh  troops  in  Holland,  Minifters  had  mifled  him.  The 
fame  Gazette  ftated,  that  the  Britifti  troops  arrived  there  on  the  firft 
of  March,  and  that  General  Clairfayt  pafted  the  Roer,  and  defeated 
the  French  on  the  28th  of  February.  To  this  viftory  the  Dutch 
themfelves  attributed  their  falvation.  A  noble  Lord  (Mulgrave) 
had  thought  proper  to  charge  him  with  attacking  abfent-  officers, 
and  to  aflc  how  he  would  like  to  have  his  own  military  condu<9:  at- 
tacked in  his  abfence  by  fome  political  Major  ?  Although  his  ferviccs 
had  not  merited  fo  high  a  military  rank,  he  was  as  old  in  the  pro- 
feffion  as  the  noble  Lord.  It  was  no  part  of  his  charadler  to  fay  that 
in  the  abfence  of  any  man,  which  he  would  not  fay  in  his  prefence  ; 
and  he  appealed  to  the  Houfe  whether  he  had  not  exprefsly  declared, 
that  he  imputed  no  blame  to  any  of  the  Officers  employed  on  the 
fcrvices  which  were  the  fubjeft  of  his  motion. 

Mi*.  Chancellor  PITT  and  Sir  James  Murray  faid  each  a  few 
words  in  explanation. 

The  Houfe  divided. 

Ayes,  35;  Noes,   168. 

The  Houfe  adjourned. 
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Friday y   llth  April 

Mr.  Chancellor  PITT  moved  tjie  order  of  the  day  on  the  bill 
to  enable  His  Majefty  to  employ  the  fubjefts  of  France  on  the  Con- 
tinent of  Europe,  in  the  French  Weft  India  iflands,  at  Guemfey 
and  Jerfey,  and  other  places  ;  which  being  read,  he  moved,  **  That 
the  bill  be  now  read  a  fecond  time.*' 

Mr.  BAKER  objefted  to  the  motion.  The  principle  of  the  bill 
itfelf  he  approved,  becaufe  it  was  undoubtedly  neceflary  to  increafe 
our  force  in  the  firft  inftance ;  and,  in  the  next  place,  it  was  better 
to  employ  thofe  men,  who  might  be  confidered  as  fighting  their  own 
caufe,  and  fighting  for  the  recovery  of  their  property  in  their  own 
country,  than  to  fufFer  them  to  remain  a  dead  weight  on  the  coun- 
try. Notwithftanding  thefe  opinions,  he  had  decifive  objedlions  to 
the  prefent  bill,  with  which  he  thought  it  proper  to  trouble  the 
Houfe,  even  at  that  early  ftage  of  the  bufinefs.  His  objedtions 
were  thefe :  He  had  heard  it  was  intended  to  introduce  a  claufe 
fufbje£ling  them  to  the  difcretion  of  Adminiftration,  liable  to  be 
treated  as  aliens,  if  they  did  not  inlift.  The  hand-bills  about  the 
town  offering  levy-money,  though  he  did  not  know  from  what  au- 
thority tliey  came,  gave  him  a  fh-ong  fufpicion  that  fuch  a  meafure 
was  in  contemplation  of  the  Miniftry,  and  if  fo,  the  meafure  me- 
rited tlie  higheft  reprobation,  as  a  meafure  of  iingular  hardfhip  and 
oppreffion,  on  the  one  hand  of  folly,  of  extravagance  on  the  other, 
becaufe  he  could  not  conceive  any  good  reafon  why  men  fhould  be 
induced  to  fight  what  was,  in  faft,  their  own  battles,  by  the  fame 
temptations  as  natives  of  this  country,  who  were  not  perfonally  con- 
cerned in  tlie  quarrel.  In  the  bill  itfelf  as  it  now  flood,  he  alfo  faw 
flrong  ground  of  objedion.  The  bill  for  their  future  cafual  intro- 
duftion  into  this  country  gave  him  great  alarm,  as  the  terms  made 
ufe  of  were  fufpicious  and  alarming,  viz.  that  they  were  to  be  landed 
for  air  and  exercife.  He  contended,  that  the  term  exercijcy  when 
undefined,  might  include  hoftile  operations,  as  training  to  arms  was 
the  proper  exercife  of  foldiers,  which  included  war  and  all  its  rela- 
tive concerns.  He  wiftied  to  know  what  fecurity  we  had  that  tliere 
fhould  not  be  6 0,00 Q  of  them  landed,  and  all  of  them  under  mi- 
litary law  ?  The  bill  alfo  provided,  that  when  fuch  troops  were  to 
be  landed,  notice  was  to  be  given  to  Parliament  if  fitting,  if  not, 
as  foon  after  as  Parliament  fhould  meet.  He,  for  one,  did  not  think 
notice  to  Parliament,  but  the  confent  of  Parliament,  neceffary  upon 
fuch  OQcafions ;  more  particularly  fo,  as  Parliament  might  be  a  long 
time  without  meeting  (laft  year  feven  months),  all  that  time  wc 
might  have  foreign  troops  within  the  kingdom,  without  any  notice 
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whatever  taken  of  it.  Thefc  were  all  objecJlions  upon  which  he 
faid  he  (hould  expeS  fome  explanation,  at  lead  before  he  could 
affent  to  farther  progrefs  in  this  meafure.  He  did  not  mean  abfo- 
lutely  to  objed  to  the  bill  under  any  modifications,  becaufc  he  ad- 
mitted, if  we  were  to  carry  on  the  war,  an  adequate  force  was  to 
be  provided  ;  and  at  the  fame  time  he  acknowledged,  that  perhaps 
it  was  fairer  that  the  French  (hould  be  engaged  to  fight  what  was, 
in  faft,  their  own  quarrel,  than  Britiih,  or,  perhaps,  the  troops  of 
any  other  country.  He  faid,  he  conceived  the  right  honourable 
gentleman  oppofite  (Mr.  Pitt)  was  bound  to  give  fome  anfwcr  to 
thefe  objedUons,  as  he  had  not  condefcended  to  aflign  any  reafons 
for  this  meafure  when  he  firft  propofed  it,  nor  at  prefent,  when  ht 
had  moved  the  fecond  reading  of  the  bill. 

Mr.  Chancellor  PITT  faid,  that  he  rofe  principally  on  account 
of  the  laft  obfervation  that  had  fallen  from  the  honourable  gentle- 
man.    He  had  been  blamed  for  not  having  afligned  his  reafons  for 
propofing  this  meafure  to  the  Houfe  ;  he  had  propofed  deferring  it 
to  what  he  imagined  the  mod  regular  time,  on  the  queftion  of  com- 
mitment ;  but  as  he  was  thus  called  upon,  he  felt  it  incumbent  on 
him  to  fay  fomething  in  reply  to  the  honourable  gentleman  who  had 
juft  fat  down.      In  the  whole  courfe  of  his  life,  he  had  never  heard 
fo  unparliamentary,  and  fo  illogical  an  argument  againft  a  bill  in 
that  ftage  of  it,  as  the  fpeech  of  the  honourable  gentleman.     It 
would  be  unnecefTary  for  him  to  ftate  the  principle  upon  which  the 
bill  was  introduced,  as  the  hoYiourable  gentleman  had  himfelf  done 
it  briefly  in  the  two  ideas,  the  neceflity  of  augmenting  our  force, 
and  the  propriety  of  that  force  being  French.     With  refpedl  to  the 
objeSions  to  the  provifions  of  the  bill,  they  would  better  apply  to 
the  difcuflions  in  the  Committee,  than  to  the  fecond  reading.     As 
to  the  fuppofed  claufe  about  aliens,  he  knew  of  none  fuch  intended, 
fince  it  would  be  perfeftly  ufelefs,  all  that  were  the  obje<Ss  6f  this 
bill,  being  included  in  the  Alien  Bill  already  paffed.    With  refpedl 
to  levy-money,  there  was  not  one  word  about  levy-money  included 
-  in  the  bill,  nor  intended  to  be  inferted,  as  he  perfeftly  agreed,  that 
it  was  not  proper  fo  to  do ;  not  but  that  it  might  be  found  neceflary 
to  give  fomewhat  to  particular  individuals,  whom  it  would  be  hard 
to  prevent  reforting  to  the  place  of  rendezvous,  •  for  want  of  the 
means  to  carry  them  there  ;  but  this  would  more  properly  fall  upon 
that  fund,  which  in  time  of  war  was  aflforded  to  His  Majefty  by  a 
vote  of  credit,  at  the  end  of  the  feflion,  and  which  he  ftiould  have 
to  move  for  during  the  prcfent  feflion.     With  regard  to  the  ob- 
je6^ions  made  to  what  a6lually  was  contained  in  the  bill,  the  con- 
ftruSion  of  any  words  could  more  properly  be  difcuifed,  and,  if 
Vot.  XXXVIII.  T      . 
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neceflaiyy  amended,  in  the  Committee.  The  honourable  gentle- 
man, he  obferved,  had  commented  on  the  meaning  of  the  word 
exorcife :  without  inquiring  whether  he  was  jefting  or  ferious  in  his 
remarks,  whether  he  meant  what  he  had  faid  to  be  confidered  as 
wit  or  as  aigument,  it  really  appeared  to  him,  rather  as  an  exercife 
of  his  wit,  than  as  a  folid  objedtion  to  the  bill.  And  as  to  the 
landing  of  troops  upon  the  coaft^  that  could  certainly  never  call  for 
the  neceffity  of  affembling  Parliament,  under  all  the  inccmveniencies 
to  themfelves,  and  interruption  to  the  Executive  Government. 
Having  thus  anfwered  the  objedtions  made,  he  thanked  the  honour- 
able gentleman  for  his  approbation  of  the  principle  of  the  bill, 
which  he  hoped  the  Committee  would  make  unexceptionable. 

Mr.  FOX  faid,  he  thought  it  lingular  that  the  Houfe  (hould  be 
called  upon  to  give  their  votes  for  any  fuch  novel  meafure,  without 
having  fome  fubftantial  or  folid  reafons  previoufly  afiigned  to  induce 
them  to  adopt  it.     None  fuch  had  he  heard ;  and  he  thou^t  it 
rather  indecent  to  require  acquiefcence  without  it,  or  to  expedl  gen- 
tlemen not  to  ftate  their  objedions.     He  fuppofcd  the  riglit  honour- 
able gentleman,  who  juft  fat  down,  had  objeds  in  view  in  the  courfe 
of  the  prefent  campaign  veiy  different  from  thofc  of  the  laft,  when 
X\0  fuch  bill  was  thought  neceffary.     Why  then  did  he  not  ftate  his 
reaibns  for  not  adopting  fuch  a  bill  laft  year  ?  There  was  no  period 
of  the  war  when  we  ftood  fo  much  in  need  of  affiftance  of  that  kind 
as  at  the  beginning  of  the  laft  campaign.     Mr.  Fox  concluded  with 
declaring  that,  for  his  own  part,  he  would  oppofe  the  bill  altogether. 

Mr.  JENKINSON  contended,  that  the  reafons  which  made  the 
adoption  of  the  bill  neceffary  now,  did  not  exift  laft  year,  and  there- 
fore it  was  no  argument  to  affert  that  as  fuch  a  bill  had  not  been 
deemed  neceffary  laft  year,  it  could  not  be  neceffaiy  at  prefent. 
We  had  reafon  to  hope  that  we  fliould  be  able  to  penetrate  the  in- 
terior of  France  in  the  prefent  campaign ;  and  none  could  afford  us 
more  affiftance  in  the  accompliftiment  of  that  objeft  than  French- 
men. 

General  SMITH  fupported  the  bill,  upon  the  ground,  t^at  thcfc 
emigrants  were  the  very  beft  troops  to  be  employed  againft  France, 
becaufe  they  had  a  perfonal  intereft  in  the  fuccefs  of  the  operations, 
and  would  be  obliged  to  fight  with  the  utmoft  defperation,  well 
knowing,  tliat  if  taken  prifoners,  they  had  nothing  lefs  to  expe<St 
than  an  ignominious  death.  There  might  undoubtedly,  as  the  ho- 
nourable gentleman  who  fpoke  laft  had  ftated,  be  .many  reafons, 
why  a  meafure  might  be  proper  and  expedient  this  year,  >vhic}i  in 
the  laft  year  might  not  be  equally  neceffaiy. 

Mr.  LAMBTON  agreed  wi^  his  honourably  friend  in  oppofin| 
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the  bill,  as  it  feemed  to  lead  to  a  detennination  on  the  part  of  this 
country  to  eftablifh  the  ancient  de^tifm  of  France ;  a  defpotifm 
which  not  even  the  people  of  that  countiy  would  now  fubmit  to. 
The  prefent  times  were  lamentable.  What  were  we  doing  ?  We 
were  paying  money  to  the  Prince  of  Heffe  CafleU  to  the  Sardinians^ 
to  the  Hanoverians,  and  he  had  that  day  heard  of  an  enormous  fub- 
fidy  we  had  agreed  to  pay  the  King  of  Pruflia.  Taking  along  with 
thefe,  and  independent  of  its  unconftitutional  tendency,  the  fub(i-> 
difing  of  Frenchmen,  the  fubjeSs  of  this  country  would  find  it  ex- 
tremely difficult  to  pay  the  annual  taxes  neceflary  to  defray  the  in- 
tereft  of  the  expenditure.  Were  thefc  fums  to  be  paid  to  Britilh 
foldiers,  they  would  ftill  circulate  in  the  country ;  whereas,  by  being 
fent  abroad  for  the  payment  of  foreigners,  not  a  (ingle  (liiUing  would 
ever  find  its  way  back  again.  He  objected  to  the  bill  likewife  on 
the  ground  of  its  being  contrary  to  that  conftitutional  jcaloufy  which 
diftinguiOied  our  forefathers,  and  made  them  even  fend  away  the 
Dutch  guards  of  King  William.  If  our  anceftors  aded  fo  to  the 
deliverer  of  this  country,  how  much  more  incumbent  was  it  on  their 
pofterity  to  be  jealous  of  finieign  troops,  when  fuch  jealoufy  could 
not  be  liable  to  any  charge  of  perfonal  incivility  or  difrefpe£t  to  their 
Sovereign  ? 

The  Honourable  DUDLEY  RYDER  faid,  that  he  had  waited 
fome  time  expefting  an  aigument,  and  he  had  heard  but  one  or 
two  which  deferved  an  anfwer.  One  honourable  gentleman  had 
blamed  Adminiftration  for  not  having  taken  this  meafure  earlier. 
It  might  be  faid,  that  it  was  never  too  late  to  mend  ;  and  if  the 
meafure  were  good,  it  was  proper  to  be  adopted  as  foon  as  pofiible. 
As  to  the  idea  of  eftablifhing  the  ancient  defpotifm  in  France,  he 
could  not  conceive  a  weaker  or  a  more  groundlefs  fuggeftion  ;  the 
utmoft  that  could  be  faid  was,  that  Great  Britain  wiftied  to  protedk 
all  thofe  who  oppofed  the  prefent  government  of  France.  He  con* 
ceived  it  to  be  much  better  for  this  country  to  have  foreigners  to 
fight  its  battles,  than  to  fend  the  people  out  of  the  country,  and  in- 
cur the  regret  of  lofing  fo  many  of  our  fcllow-fubjefts.  As  to  any 
danger  arifing  to  the  Conftitution  from  foreign  troops,  he  conceived 
ftere  was  none  probable :  and  when  he  looked  back  at  the  conduct 
rf  our  anceftors,  he  refleded  with  regret  on  the  inhuman  and  bru- 
tal treatment  which  the  friend  and  deliverer  of  this  country  had 
inet  with,  inftead  of  the  confidence  and  cordial  fupport  to  which  he 
had  Ijeen  fo  eminently  entitled. 

Mr.  SHERIDAN  declared,  he  never  had  heard  fo  extraordinary 
a  bill  defended  ui  fo  extraordinary  a  manner  ;  it  was  even  treated 
^ith  a  kind  of  civility,  as  if  it  had  a  claim  to  refpe6t.     The  ho- 
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nourable  gentleman  over  againft  him  feemed  furprifed  at  the  objec- 
tions of  his  honourable  friend,  and  indeed  that  any  obje<Stions  at  all 
Ihould  be  made  againft  it ;  juft  as  if  it  was  a  matter  of  courfe,  and 
perfectly  conformable  to  law,  to  take  into  the  fervice  of  this  coun- 
try an  immenfe  body  of  Roman  Catholics,  foreigners,  and  men  who 
had  taken  no  teft  whatever.     This  was  a  decided  declaration  of 
change  of  fyftem.     An  honourable  gentleman  (Mr.  Jenkinlbn)  ha4 
partly  communicated  this  new  plan  of  the  operations  of  the  campaign, 
which  was  to  get  into  tlie  interior  of  France.     That  plan  ftiould 
have  been  adopted  laft  year ;  inftead  of  which,  a  narrow  and  mifcra- 
ble  fyftem  had  been  purfucd,  that  of  attacking  little,  paltry,  and 
infignificant  places.     What  new  circumftance,  he  defired  to  afk, 
had  occurred  this  year  to  make  fuch  a  plan  neceffary }  Was  it  the 
circumftance  of  our  having  broken  our  faith  with  the  people  of 
Toulon  ?  Was  it  the  circumftance  of  our  having  deceived  the  un- 
fortunate Royalifts  of  La  Vendee  ?  After  every  means  of  making  an 
impreflion  in  France  feemed  to  have  vaniftied,  a  new  light  broke 
in  upon  us,  and  we  were  to  adopt  a  meafure,  which  there  was  not 
a  fingle  circumftance  at  prcfent  to  juftify,  although  there  had  been 
fome  laft  year.     His  objecSion  to  the  meafure  was  a  fundamental 
one,  and  went  to  the  whole  bill  at  once,  as  unneceffary  and  uncon- 
ftitutional.     The  reafon  given  by  an  honourable  Genetal  for  his 
approbation  of  the  bill,  was  one  of  the  reafons  why  he  objected  to 
it ;  as  he  conceived  nothing  more  cruel,  or  more  devoid  of  feeling 
and  humanity,  than  driving  unfortunate  pcrfons  into  the  field,  with 
a  certainty  of  deftruftion,  either  of  falling  in  battle,  or  the  more 
dreadful  alternative  of  being  taken  prifoners  and  hanged.      If  thefc 
Frenchmen  in  our  armies  ihould  be  fo  treated,  on  being  taken  in 
battle,  were  we  to  revenge  their  fate,  and  retaliate  on  the  French 
prifoners  in  our  pofleflion  ?   ["  res,"  exclaimed  Mr.  Burke.]    Good 
heaven  !   replied  Mr.  Sheridan — confider  that  the  lives  of  millions 
may  depend  upon  that  fingle  word — That  you  will  introduce  a  fyf* 
tem  of  human  facrifice,  all  over  Europe,  by  fuch  a  meafure — that 
you  fend  thefe  poor  unfortunate  beings  into  the  field  with  halters 
around  their  necks,  as  part  of  their  accoutrements.     Nothing,  h« 
was  j^rfuadcd,  but  the  warmth  which  the  honourable  gentleman 
felt  on  minifterial  queftions,  could  have  led  hi  pi  into  an  expreffion 
which  might  be  the  herald  of  cool  maflacre  to  many  of  our  own 
troops.     He  hoped  that  the  Houfe  would  never  place  the  armies  of 
Great  Britain  in  fo  deplorable  a^  fituation ;  that  it  would  turn  with 
horror  from  a  fyftem  of  barbarous  and  execrable  warfare  hitherto 
unknown  in  the  hiftory  of  civilized  Europe,     This  was  the  firft 
time  in  which  it  had  been  acknowledged,  from  minifterial  authority. 
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that  France  had  "  fubjefts  ;**  and  wc  might  be  aflurcd,  that  the 
prefent  Government  of  that  country  would  treat  thofe  fubjccls  as 
rebels  whenever  they  found  them  fighting  in  the  pay  of  Great  Bri- 
tain.    The  paltry  laving  which  it  was  faid  would  accrue  from  the 
officers  of  tliofe  corps  not  having  half-pay  after  the  war,  (hould  the 
objeft  of  it  be  unfuccefsful,  he  could  confider  as  no  other  than  a  de- 
lufion.     The  fame  had  been  faid  a  few  years  fince  of  the  Royalift 
COTps  in  America ;  but,  at  the  conclufion  of  the  war,  thefe  officers, 
driven  from  their  homes,  remained  a  heavy  incumbrance  on  the 
gratitude  of  this  country.     Did  any  man  pay  his  country  fo  bad  a 
compliment  as  to  fuj^fe,  that  the  feelings  and  fpirit  of  a  Britilh 
Parliament  would  confent  to  fend  thofe  unfortunate  gentlemen  into  ^ 
the  field  under  fuch  cruel  circumftances  as  he  had  defcribed,  and  af-» 
ter  they  had  bled  in  our  fervice,  turn  them  adrift,  to  linger  our 
their  lives  in  melancholy  meditations  upon  Britiih  benevolence  ?  In 
^  conAitutional  point  of  view,  he  held  the  bill  to  be  a  moil  danger- 
ous one.     Martial  law,  to  which  the  men  were  to  be  fubjeded, 
was  to  be  left  entirely  to  His  Majefty,  without  any  limitation  what- 
ever.    It  might  be  made  a  law,  that,  in  cafe  of  difobedience  to 
any  ordevy  they  (hould  be  puniihed  with  death ;  and  it  was  not  im^ 
poflible  that  the  King  might  be  perfuaded^  by  his  ^dvifers  to  employ 
that  army  in  overthrowing  the  free  conftitution  of  this  country.     It 
was,  beddes^  natural  to  conclude^  that  a  body  of  men,  fmarting 
under  the  lafh,  and  detefting  even  the  name  of  liberty,  might  be 
inclined  to  do  any  thing  that  might  bring  about  that  defpotifm 
which  was  fo  dear  to  them ;  on  that  ground,  therefore,  placing 
them  under  the  power  of  the  Crown  left  little  fecurity  for  the  liber- 
ties of  Englifhmen.     Mr.  Sheridan  faid,  he  did  not  expcft  to  find 
the  obfervations  of  his  honourable  friend  (Mr.  Baker)  on  the  fub- 
jed  of  troops  being  brought  into  this  country  for  exercifc,  treated  in 
fo  jocular  a  manner.     He  had  no  objeSion  to  the  right  honourable 
gentleman  growing  more  and  more  facetious  every  day ;  but  he 
wifhed  him  to  confine  his  wit  to  fuitable  occafions.    The  right  ho- 
nourable gentleman's  idea  of  exercife  could  mean  nothing  elfe  than 
military  array.     It  had  been  faid  that  there  could  be  no  danger 
from  thefe  troops,  becaufe  they  were  not  to  come  beyond  a  certain 
diftance  from  the  coaft ;  fuch  an  aflertion  was  treating  them  like 
fchool-boys ;  for  in  what  other  light  did  that  part  of  the  bill  confi- 
der the  foreign  troops,  who  were  not  to  go  out  beyond  their  hounds^ 
and  if  they  did,  our  meflfengers  were  to  go  to  therh  with  the  bill  in 
their  hands,  and  fay,  "  You  are  a  naughty  army ;  do  not  attempt 
to  ftir  an  inch  beyond  the  limits  affigned  you  ;  get  back  again  to 
your  pipper  ground/*     Such  was  to  be  the  language  which  a  bit  of 
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p^r  (a  fcare-crow  carried  in  the  hands  of  our  meffcngcrs,  or  ftuck 
on  a  fingcr-poft)  was  to  ufe  to  an  army  of  forty  or  50,000  men, 
embodied  in  Kent  or  Suffex,  and  imder  the  abfolute  command  of 
^His  Majefty,  To  many  it  might  feem  of  no  trifling  confequencc 
to  have  fuch  a  body  of  French  Roman  Catholics,  without  teft  or 
regular  allegiance,  at  the  difpofal  of  the  Executive  Government ;  to 
him  their  opinions,  in  refpeft  to  religion,  were,  he  owned,  of  no 
very  great  importance.  Let  it  be  recoUefted,  however,  that  if,  in 
this  age  of  liberality  and  religious  tolerance,  it  was  not  deemed  un- 
fafe  to  entertain  in  the  kingdom  an  army  of  poffibly  30,000  Roman 
Catholic  foreigners,  what  an  infult  did  we  offer  to  the  Roman  Ca- 
tholics of  England,  in  continuing  thofe  oppreflive  and  degrading  re- 
ftriftions,  notwithftanding  which  they  eminently  diftinguiflied  their 
loplty,  and  manifefted  the  moft  dutiful  fpirit  of  allegiance !  If 
this  bill  (hould  pafs,  he  (hould  think  it  his  duty  to  bring,  without 
lofe  of  time,  the  fituation  of  that  meritorious  clafs  of  fubje6ls,  the 
Englifh  Roman  Catholics,  as  well  as  all  the  other  Diflfentcrs,  under 
the  review  of  Parliament,  of  which  he  was  dcfirous  that  what  he 
then  faid  (hoiild  be  confidered  a  fufficient  notice  ;  and  the  objedl  of 
his  motion  would  be,  that  all  teds,  on  account  of  religious  opinions, 
Ihould  be  aboliihed.  He  knew,  that  in  making  propofitions  of  that 
kind,  it  was  in  general  thought  neceflary  to  have  fome  previous  con- 
fuitation  with  His  Majefty's  Minifters,  and  fome  underftanding  with 
the  people  themfelves.  However,  he  (hould  proceed  without  con- 
fulting  either  of  them,  relying  on  the  propriety  and  manifeft  injuf- 
tice  of  the  meafure.  Mr.  Sheridan  concluded  with  faying,  that  he 
fliould  oppofe  the  fecond  reading ;  in  which,  if  he  was  unfuccefsful, 
he  fhould  propofe  fome  emendatory  claufes  in  the  Committee. 

Mr.  BURKE  profcfled  himfclf  forry  for  the  refentment  which 
his  having  uttered  the  monofyllable  "  Yes,"  had  occaiioned  in  the 
mind  of  the  honourable  gendeman  who  had  juft  fat  down ;  he  .hop- 
ed however,  that  the  monofyllable  that  gave  the  honourable  gentle- 
man offence,  contained  little  or  nothing  of  die  deleterious  poifon 
imputed  to  it.  With  regard  to  paflion,  ht  was  too  old  to  entertain 
any  upon  the  fubjeft  of  France.  It  had  for  a  confiderable  time  oc- 
cupied much  of  his  ferious  deliberation ;  and  whatever  he  thought 
or  felt  upon  it,  was  not  a  momentary  impulfe,  but  the  refult  of 
calm,  fettled,  and  well-confidered  judgement.  This  padion,  if  he 
felt  any,  might  fairly  be  conftrued  into  malice  prepenfe  \  and  if  he 
killed  a  man,  under  its  influence,  he  was  ready  to  admit,  that 
he  (hould  be  guilty  of  murder.  The  fmile  or  laugh  alluded  to  by 
Mr.  Lambton,  when  he  talked  of  tlie  former  defpotifm  of  France, 
Mr.  Burke  declared,  he  could  ferioufly  aflfure  that  honourable  gen- 
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tleman,  was  not  a  fmile  of  levity,  but  a  fmile  of  bittemcfs  and 
fonow^  arifing  fVom  a  convidion  that  France  muft  pafs  through 
many  fevcrc  trials,  muft  fwaltow  many  a  bitter  pill,  before  (he  could 
be  reftored  to  that  happy  defpotifm  under  which  he  once  faw  her 
fburifti.  That  mild,  temperate,  chaftifcd  government  which  thejr 
experienced  under  the  monarchy,  he  was  afraid,  would  be  vciy  ioi^ 
before  it  would  return,  if  indeed  it  were  probable  that  it  Ihould  ever 
return  again.  If  he  were  indeed  paflionate,  if  he  were  inflamed 
by  inveterate  antipathy  and  national  animofity  againft  that  unhappy 
country,  he  could  wUh  them  no  greater  mifery,  than  a  lafting  con- 
tinuance of  that  under  which  they  at  prefent  laboured.  The  con- 
dition of  France  at  this  monnent  was  fo  frightful  and  horrible,  that 
if  a  painter  wUhed  to  pourtray  a  defcription  of  hell,  he  could  not 
find  fo  terrible  a  model,  or  a  fubjedl  fo  pregnant  with  horror,  and 
k  for  his  purpofe.  Milton,  with  all  that  genius  which  enabled  him 
to  excel  in  defcriptions  of  this  nature,  would  have  been  aihamed  to 
have  prefpnted  to  his  readers,  fuch  a  hell  as  France  now  was,  or 
fuch  a  devil  as  a  modern  Jacobin  ;  he  would  have  thought  his  de- 
fign  revolting  to  the  moft  unlimited  imagination,  and  his  colouring 
overcharged  beyond  all  allowance  for  the  licence  even  of  poedcal 
painting.  The  aflertion  that  this  was  a  war  of  freedom  againft  de- 
fpotifm, was  equally  fallacious  and  falfe.  It  was  a  w^ar  of  perfidious 
rebellion  againft  honourable  loyalty,  of  infidelity  againft  religion,  of 
robbery  againft  property,  of  murder  againft  humanity,  of  barbarity 
againft  focial  order.  He  wifhed,  if  poflfible,  to  refcue  the  deluded 
people  of  that  country  from  their  infatuated  freedom,  a  refcue,  in 
the  eameft  defire  of  which  every  well-difpofed  perfon  remaining  in 
France  muft  devoudy  job.  We  talked  here  of  the  liberties  of  the 
Reet,  the  liberty  of  the  King's  Bench,  &c.  from  which  the  French 
alfo  feemed  to  have  taken  all  their  ideas  of  freedom ;  for  the  liberty 
of  France  at  this  moment  centered  in  a  jail.  There  was  not  an 
inhabitant  who  was  certsun  of  one  moment  in  which  he  ihould  not 
be  renaoved  from  his  own  houfe  to  one  of  thofe  dens  of  frpedom  ; 
and  how  happy  muft  they  find  themfelves  in  a  general  jail  delivery! 
He  obferved,  that  an  honourable  gentleman  had  aiked.  Whether  it 
was  the  intention  of  his  Majefty's  Minifters  to  rc-eftablifli  the  old 
defpotifm  of  France,  by  fending  French  troops  into  that  country— 
What  were  the  objcfts  of  the  emigrants  who  would  enter  into  our 
fervice  ?  To  liberate  their  wives  and  their  children,  to  be  reftored 
to  their  properties,  to  get  pofleflTion  of  their  vineyards,  their  olive- 
trees,  aiKl  their  fig-trees.  This  was  the  horrible  old  defpotifm  of 
France.  Defpotifm  and  liberty,  as  the  honourable  gentleman  made 
ufe  of  diefc  names,  were  mere  words.     In  the  fpeecb^s  of  many 
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gentlemen  for  fome  time  paft,  the  words  liberty  and  defpotlfm  formed 
a  very  confiderable  ingredient ;  fo  much  fo,  indeed,  that  it  reminded 
him  of  a  lawyer,  who,  in  a  very  laboured  harangue,  was  twirling 
a  firing  from  fide  to  fide  with  a  great  degree  of  violence.     Some 
perfon  having  found  a  convenient  opportunity,  conveyed  away  the 
firing,  whereupon  his  eloquence  failed  him,  and  it  was  remarked 
upon  the  occafion,  that  "  they  had  cut  (hort  the  thread  of  his  dif- 
courfe."    Thus  it  was  with  thofe  gentlemen  ;  take  away  the  words 
Freedom  and  Defpotlfm,  and  diey  could  not  get  on  a  ftcp  farther. 
With  them,  if  a  man  wifhed  to  preferve  his  Mife  and  children  from 
the  guillotine,  and  retire  into  the  bofom  of  his  family— it  was  de- 
fpotlfm.    if  a  man  was  defirous  to  recover  thofe  eftates  tranfmitted 
to  him  by  a  long  line  of  anceftors — it  was  defpotlfm.    If  a  huft)and- 
man  wilhed  to  repofe  in  his  own  farm,  under  his  fig-tree,  his  olive, 
or  his  vine — that  was  defpotlfm.      If  a  farmer  chofe  to  keep  Jive 
bufliels  of  corn  for  the  ufe  of  himfelf  and  his  family — that  alfo  was 
defpotlfm.     In  fhort,  every  thing  was  defpotifm  which  did  not  par- 
take of  that  hideous  fyftem  which  was  now  the  bafis  of  what  was 
termed  the  liberties  of  France.     It  was  not  for  any  particular  fyftem 
of  Government  that  he  contended,  but  for  fome  Government.    Let 
it  be  a  pure  monarchy,  a  democracy,  or  an  ariftocracy,  or  all  mixed, 
he  cared  not,  provided  a  Government  did  exift,  the  firft  principle 
of  which  muft  ncceflarily  be  fecurity  to  property,  becaufe  for  the 
proted^ion  of  property  all  Governments  were  inftituted.      Firft, 
therefore,  reftore  property,  and  afterwards  let  that  property  find  a 
Government  for  itfelf.     The  number  of  its  inhabitants  conftituted 
the  ftrength  of  a  nation,  but  it  was  property  alone  on  which  Go- 
vernment was  formed.     If  the  formation  of  Government  was  com- 
mitted to  the  no-property  people,  the  firft  thing  they  would  do, 
obvioufly  would  be  to  pluder  thofe  who  had  property ;  and  the  next 
thing  would  be  to  plunder  and  nlafl*acre  each  other;     After  all,  if 
it  were  aflced.  Did  he  prefer  property  to  virtue  ?  His  anfwer  would 
be,  No.     To  honour  ? — No.     To  morals  ? — No.     To  arts  and 
literature  ? — No.     But  he  refpedted  property,  in  as  much  as  it  was 
the  bafis  on  which  they  were  all  eredted — the  foul  that  animated, 
and  the  genius  that  protefted  them  all.     In  France  were  the  poor 
better  treated  than  the  rich  ?  Were  they  not  forced  to  rife  en  maJJ'e? 
To  account  for  every  bufhel  of  com  in  their  poffeflion  ?  The  ftiop- 
kccpcr  was  put  in  requifition  to  make  (hoes  for  the  armies.     No 
labourer  knew  whether  he  fhould  enjoy  for  a  day  his  earnings,  or 
even  his  liberty  or  his  life.    The  original  fault  in  the  proceedings  of 
the  French  Revolution  w^as,  that  property  was  not  permitted  to  have 
a  vote.     Every  effort  had  been  made  to  exclude  it  from  legiflation* 
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Reverting  to  tlie  precife  queftiori  in  debate,  Mr.  Burke  thanked  the 
Minifter  dordialljr  for  the  wifdom  stitd  juftice  of  the  mcafure,  and 
made  an  appe^  to  Mr.  Lambton,  and  other  gentlemen,  on  the 
fituatioil  in  which  they,  and  meri  of  great  property  like  themfelves, 
muft  be  placed,  (hould  the  fyftcm  of  Jacobinifm  ever  take  place  In 
this  country  ;  and  that  it  would  take  place,  there  was  real  ground 
forapprghenfioil^  urilefs  all  thofe  who  had  a  (lake  to  rifle  of  their 
own,  as  well  as  a  general  regard  for  the  interefts  of  the  Bridfli 
empirCj  took  fome  pains  by  their  influence  to  prcferve  order,  en- 
force due  fubordlnation,  and  maintain  quiet  and  tranquillity,  by  con- 
vincing the  people  that  their  true  happinefs  confined  in  a  continu- 
ance of  that  ccMiflitution,  and  that  government,  under  which  they 
daily  experienced  fo  many  ineilimable  bleflings.  Without  \(i(hing 
to  be  a  prof^eti  he  had  no  difficulty  in  declaring,  that,  If  French 
frefirty  was  not  rejioredj  property  in  England  would  not  harje  ten  years 
furchafe.  He  was  forry  to  find  the  honourable  gentleman  (Mr. 
Sheridan)  determined  to  oppofe  diis  bill,  l^e  admired  and  feared 
that  gentleman's  talents,  and  he  regretted  that  he  (hould  meet  with 
oppofuion  from  hinu 

Mr.  LAMBTON  cxplatncd,  juftifying  his^apprehenfioiis  from 
late  meafures,  that  Miniflers  would  endeavour  to  reftore  the  old 
defpodfmof  France. 

Mr.  FRANCIS  faid  that,  ort  this  occafiori,  he  had  liftencd  to 
thefpeech  of  his  right  honourable  friend  (Mr.  Burke)  as  he  had 
formerly  on  many  others,  vdth  equal  pltafure  and  indrudion.  That 
in  general  he  concurred  in  alilnoft'  all  the  opinions  he  had  now  ex- 
preffed,  and  particularly  in  every  thing  he  had  faid  of  the  efFeSs  of 
property  on  the  relations,  duties,  improvements,  and  fecurities  of 
cultivated  life,  and  civilized  fociety.  It  ?8  not  poflible,  in  my 
mind,  for  any  man  to  think  more  deeply,  or  to  exprefs  his  thoughts 
more  happily  than  my  right  honourable  friend  has  done  on  this  fub- 
j^.  On  two  points  only  I  differ  from  him  a  little,  in  which  I  think 
the  application  of  his  opinions  to  the  adhial  condition  of  the  French 
is  not  conformable  to  die  fiate  of  fa<9s.  In  the  firft  place,  it  is 
not  fair  in  argument  to  conclude,  iiom  any  premife  he  has  flated, 
^t  the  convulficns  and  calamities  produced  by  the  Revolution  in 
France,  are  likely  to  be  permanent,  or  that  this  violent  date  of 
Wng8  can  omtinue  very  long.  Either  the  violence  of  fuch  extreme 
dlforders  muft  cure  them  foon,  or  the  lution  muft  perifli  by  its  own 
J^ands.  But,  when  we  compare  the  anarchy  that  prevails  now, 
^th  Ae  defpodfm  that  went  before  it,  let  us  always  ren^cmber 
*at  the  firft  has  lafted  but  two  or  three  years,  whereas  the  fccond 
Ittd  endured  for  ten  or  twelve  centuries.     Mankind  cannot  exift  in 
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a  perpetual  convulfion.     The  French  muft  either  fettle  foon  into  a 
tolerable  Government,  or  they  muft  relapfe  into  flavery. — ^The  other 
point  on  which  I  difagree  with  my  right  honourable  friend,  is,  the 
acSual  unhappinefs  and  mifenr  which  he  fuppofes  the  French  in  ge- 
neral to  fufFer  from  the  monftrous  abufes  in  their  prefent  Govern- 
ment.    I  do  not  believe  that  this  is  the  fadl.     Setting  afide  the 
immediate  objeds  and  viftims  of  their  cruelty,  I  very  much  doubt 
whether  the  French  in  general  are  fuch  fufferers  as  he  conceives 
them  to  be.     There  is  a  great  equality  in  the  fituation  of  indivi-, 
duals.     Nq  man  enjoys  or  endures  more  than  his  neighbour..     In 
all  general  fuffering  or  diftrefs,  it  is  a  great  alleviation  to  fee  that 
no  man  is  exempt  from  it.     Neither,  in  faft,  do  they  feel  or  fuffer 
as  they  would  do  in  cold  blood,  or  as  if  they  were  in  a  ftate  of  re- 
pofe.     They  are  eager  in  a  purfuit,  and  difregard  the  fatigu6  6f  it. 
They  are  in  the  heat  of  a  battle,  and  do  not  feel  the  wounds  they 
receive  in  it. 

Another  queftion  has  been  ftarted  in  the  courfe  of  this  debate, 
on  which  I  very  much  differ  from  an  honourable  gendeman  who 
fpoke  lately  (Mr.  Ryder),  I  mean  the  proptiety  of  refilling  to  gra- 
tify King  William,  on  the  fubjeft  of  his  Dutch  guards.  This  re- 
fufal  the  honourable  gentleman  has  thought  proper  to  call  indecent, 
ungrateful,  and  brutal.  It  is  no  bufinefs  or  duty  of  mine,  Sir,  to 
find  fault  with  fuch  language,  as  long  as  you  not  think  fit  to  take 
notice  of  it ;  otherwife  I  (hould  have  thought  it  highly  irre- 
gular and  diforderly  for  a  Member  of  the  Houfe  of  Commons  to 
qualify  a  folemn  deliberate  aft,  or  any  aft  of  this  Houfe,  with  fuch 
opprobrious  epithets.  But,  fetting  alide  the  point  of  order,  does  the 
meafure  in  queftion  deferve  to  be  fo  reprobated  ?  In  my  opinion, 
direftly  the  reverfe.  If  I  had  lived  at  that  time,  and  been  a  Mem- 
ber of  that  Houfe  of  Commons,  I  (hould  certainly  have  concurred 
in  the  vote  and  joined  in  the  addrefs  on  that  occafion.  Not  that  I 
fliould  have  thought  the  Dutch  guards,  in  point  of  numbers,  an 
objeft  of  jealoufy  or  concern ;  not  that  I  fliould  have  diftrufted 
King  William,  or  thought  it  likely  that  he  either  would  or  could 
have  made  a  dangerous  ufe  of  fo  inconfiderable  a  body  of  foreign 
troops,  if  his  requeft  had  been  complied  with.  But,  as  a  truftee 
for  the  nation,  I  fliould  not  have  thought  myfelf  at  liberty  to  com- 
pliment the  King  at  the  expellee  of  a  ftrift  duty  to  the  country,  and 
poflibly  at  the  future  hazard  of  the  Conftitution.  Leaft  of  all 
would  I  have  fufFered  a  precedent  to  be  eftabliflied  in  the  perfon, 
and  under  the  government,  of  a  good  King,  which  might  grow  to 
be  formidable  in  other  hands,  and  which  mi^t  poflibly  be  turned 
to  the  moft  dangerous  purpofes  by  thofc  who  fucceeded  him.     It  is 
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in  good  times  particularlyj  and  under  virtuous  Princes,  that  men 
ought  to  be  moft  jealous  of  innovations  introduced  into  their  Go- 
vernment, becaufe,  in  thofc  circumftances,  it  is  moft  likely  that 
irregular  afts  will  be  little  regarded,  or  readily  fubmittcd  to,  which 
afterwards  become  precedents,  and  are  appealed  to  as  the  example 
and  pradice  of  good  times.  But,  in  thofe  days,  I  think  I  (hould 
have  gone  farther.  I  think  I  (hould  have  aflced  King  William, 
what  occafion  had  he  for  any  Dutch  guards  at  all  ?  If  he  was  an 
Englifh  King  on  true  Englifh  principles,  he  ought  to  have  confided 
in  the  people  of  England,  and  ought  not  to  have  looked  for  any 
other  defence  or  fecurity,  but  that  which  he  derived  from  the  at- 
tachment and  afledion  of  the  people.  If  that  would  not  have  fa- 
tisficd  him,  the  Parliament  (hould  have  fcnt  him  back  to  Holland. 
He  might  be  a  good  Stadtholder  for  the  Dutch,  but  he  never  could 
be  a  good  King  for  the  Englifh. 

On  the  general  rifle  of  admitting  foreign  troops  into  the  country, 
I  prefume,  it  is  hardly  necelTary  to  enlarge.  He  who  would  truft 
the  Crown  with  the  right  to  introduce,  and  the  power  to  command, 
a  foreign  army  in  the  heart  of  England,  might  as  well  fave  himfclf 
the  additional  cxpence  of  that  mode  of  coercion,  and  fubmit  at 
once,  and  in  every  thing,  to  the  will  of  the  Executive  Power. 
But  of  all  foreign  troops  which  any  State  can  employ,  the  moft 
<iangeious  would  be  an  army  of  emigrants  ;  I  mean,'  of  fuch  emi- 
grants as  have  a  hope  or  a  profpedl  of  returning  to  their  own 
country,  and  recovering  their  eAablifhment  there.  A  foreign 
force  of  that  fort  is  doubly  dangerous ;  if  they  are  faithful,  they 
nuy  opprefs ; — if  they  are.  treacherous,  they  may  betray  us. 
A  banifhed  man,  who  looks  back  to  his  country,  and  folicits 
J'our  affiftance  to  enable  him  to  return  to  it,  is  feldom  to  be  be- 
lieved, and  never  to  be  truftcd.  But  independent  of  the  principle 
of  the  prefent  bill,  the  provifions  of  it  are  certainly  the  moft  abfurd 
^d  dangerous  that  can  be  imagined.  Thck  fuije^s  of  France ^  it 
feems,  in  the  firft  place,  may  ferve  in  any  fart  of  the  Continent  of 
Europe,  To  that  I  fay  nothing.  They  can  do  us  little  mifchicf  on 
Ac  Continent,  except  by  defertion  But  then  they  may  ferve  in 
'/^'  iftands  of  Guemfeyy  Jerfey^  Alderneyy  and  Sari  ;  or  in  any  of  tht 
Iflandsy  part  of  the  dominions  of  his  late  Mofi  Chrifiian  Majefiy  in  the 
ffyi  Indies;  that  is,  they  are  appointed  and  allotted  to  adt  in  the 
veiy  places,  where,  of  all  others,  it  is  moft  imminently  hazardous  to 
^ploy  fuch  troops.  I  cannot  confent  to  truft  them  with  the  de* 
fence  of  Guemfey  or  Jerfey.  They  will  be  too  near  France  for  one 
purpofc,  and  too  near  England  for  another.  I  will  not  truft  them 
JQ  any  of  the  French  Wefl^India  Iflands,  which  we  may  happen 
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.to  get  poffeflion  of.     If  tfaey  muft  be  emplc^'od  at  all  in  the  Weft 
Indies^  if  I  am  forced  to  ao  op^on,  I  would  rather  let  thcra  be 
ftationed  in  our  own  lilands  ;  in  Jamaica,  for  example,  miich  ra- 
ther than  in  Martinico.    I  would  not  let  them  come  in  contad  witli 
their  own  countrymen.     I  would  not  put  them   in  the  w^y  of 
temptation ;  nor  give  them  an  opportunity  of  communicating,  in 
the  fame  native  language,  with  perfons  of  the  £3ime  original  habits, 
inclinations^  and  interefls,  widi  whom  they' may  compound,  or 
by  whom  they  may  be  feduced.     They  are  Frenchmen  ftill ;  and 
as  long  as  they  have  a  fpark  of  French  honour  in  their  minds,  or 
a  drop  of  French  blood  ii^  their  veins,  they  cannot  wifh  to  promote 
the  conqueft,  or  eridurc  t;o  fee  the  utter  downfall  of  France.     But 
np,r-rthey  expecS  to  be  reftored  to  it.      Jn  what  pondi^on  are  they 
•to  find  it?- — Under  what  power  are  they  to  live? — They  cannot  bear 
jto  fubmit  to  the  prefeijt  French  Government.     Yet,  }t  fecms,  they 
are  to  be  contented  and  happy  in  feeing  their  country  over-run  and 
waded,  their  efiates  and  houfes  occupied,  by  armies  of  Aufbians, 
Pruffians,  Hungariaijs,  Pandours,  Hulans,  and  banditti  of  every 
German  denomination.    The  altejTiative,  I  confefs,  i§  either  way 
deplorable.     Still,  however,  there  is  a  material  difference  in  the 
]two  cafes.     While  the  prefent  fyftem  prevails,  the  emigrants  arc 
/djifpo/TcfTed  of  their  rights  and  their  property.     But  if  France  be 
5:onquei:cd,  efpecially  by  thefe  defpots,  they  will  then  lofe  j)ot  only 
the  poffeflion,  but  the  inheritance  for  ever, 

Thefe  are  the  abfurdities  :-^now  let  us  look  to  a  much  more  imr 
portant  objefl,  the  danger  of  this  meafure  to  the  liberty  of  England. 
The  bill  provides,  that,  if  iljhall  be  deemed  neceffary  or  expedient^ 
viz.  by  the  Executive  Power,  to  landfuch  troops  in  any  part  of  Great 
Britain,  for  health  or  exerdfe,  it  Jhall  be  lawful  fo  to  do.  So  that 
now,  at  the  clofe  of  the  eighteenth  century,  in  not  more  than  a 
hui^dred  years  after  the  Revolution,  the  King  may  introduce  an 
army  of  Frerich  Roman  Catholics  to  an  uiilimited  amount,  by  law, 
Jrito  the  heart  of  England,  and  no  man  is  ftartled  at  fuch  a  propo- 
rtion !  But  then  there  are  guards  and  fecurities  to  be  given  us  agalnit 
any  poffible  ajbufe  of  dus  extravagant  trufl.  Firft,— *Thcfe  troop? 
are  not  to  marcli  beyoiid  a  limited  diftance  from  the  fea-coaft. 
They  may  be  brought  to  any  port  or  place  in  Great  Britmn^  but, 
as  long  a^  ^ey  flay  there,  or  only  march  a  few  miles  into  the 
country  for  health  or  cxerdfe,  there  is  no  danger !  Suppofe  they 
chufe  to  march  farther; — fuppofe,  for  example,  that  Suffex  or 
Hampfliire  Ihould  not  agree  with  them,  and  that  change  of  air 
Ihpuld  be  prefcribed  by  tKeir  phyiicians.  They  remove  into  Surry 
^r  the  benefi|t  of  the  air !  What  (hall  prevent  their  comiBg  up  tQ 
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London  ?--*Sir,  I  put  nothing  but  a  poflible  cafe,  when  I  date  that, 
by  this  law,  there  may  be  an  army  of  thirty  or*  forty  thoufand 
French  Roman  Catholics,  or  of  others,  under  that  title,  in  the 
heart  of  England,  at  die  difpofal  of  the  Crown.  But  there  is 
a  fecond  fecurity,  gnicioufly  granted  in  the  bill,  which  obviates 
lEvejy  dango*}  and  anfwers  every  objection.  It  is  provided  aljo  that 
notice  of  landing  fuch  troops  JhalU  within  fo  many  days  cfter  fuch 
landingy  he  given  to  both  Houfes  of  Parliament,  if  Parliament  JbaU  he 
then  affenAkd,  and  if  not,  then  within  fo  many  days  after  the  next 
meting  of  Parliament.  In  the  firft  place,  Parliament,  if  not  af- 
femUed,  may  know  nothing  of  the  matter,  till  many  months  after 
Ihc  landing.  But  what  fignifies  the  commumcation  to  Parliament, 
unlefe  it  can  be  (hewn  that,  by  a  naked  vote  or  addrefs,  we  can  at 
any  time  flop  the  approach  of  fuch  an  army  to  the  capital,  or  oMigc 
ithem  to  quit  the  kii^dom  ?  Do  you  think  that  your  refolutions  will 
7ml  any  thing  againft  an  armed  force  of  French  Roman  Catholics, 
when  once  you  have  permitted  then<  to  enter  the  country  ?  If  ever 
the  cafe  happens,  I  have  no  doubt  about  the  confequence.  In  that 
unhappy  hour,  you  will  find  that  forms  will  not  fave  you.  Such 
a  power,  employed  as  it  may  be,  will  foon  make  the  Houfe  of 
Commons, .  the  Houfe  of  Lords,  and  the  King  himfelf,  ufelcfs. 

Mr.  GREY  condemned  the  fudden  and  unprepared  manner  in 
which  ^e  prefent  important  mcafure  was  brought  forward,  and 
thought  it  highly  dangerpus  to  the  Conftitution ;  he  paid  many 
compliments  to  Mr.  Burke,  whofe  talents  and  eloquence  had  not, 
he  laid,  a  more  fincere  admirer  than  himfelf,  and  finom  many  of 
whofe  opinions  he  thought  it  impoffible  for  any  one  to  diflent.     Of 
the  prefent  ftate  of  France  he. had  exprefsly  declared  his  opinion  al- 
ready, namely,  that  he  would  rather  live  under  the  power  of  Nero 
or  Caligula  than  there ;  but,  in  acknowledging  the  horrors  and  dc- 
vaflatipn  of  that  country,  he  was  bound  alfo  to  inquire  into  their 
caufc,  which  be  t)elieved  to  confift  in  the  ancient  defpotifm  of  that 
kingdom,  and  the  combination  of  the  allied  powers.  The  reftoraticxi 
of  the  (Ad  defpotifm  of  France  would,  in  his  opinion,  be  the  greateft 
curfe  diat  could  happen  to  Europe,  for  it  would  produce,  in  fome 
time,  that  confufion  and  difbrad^ion  that  now  defolated  that  imfor- 
tunate  nation.     All  defpotifms  contained,  in  his  opinion,  the  feeds 
of  their  own  deftrudtion.     It  was  to  the  malignity  and  tyranny  of 
thedd  defpotifm,  added  to  the  efForts  of  the  confederate  powers, 
that  all  die  prefent  misfortunes  of  France  were  to  be  imputed^ 
With  regard  to  the  cStSt  which  the  example  of  France  might  have 
upon  this  country,  it  depended  entirely  upgn  our  own  condu6^.     If 
?ve  rcfufed  to  adopt  moderate  meafurc  for  tlic  relief  of  the  people. 


ISO  PARLIAMENTARY  A.  1794. 

wc  might  urge  them  to  rebellion.  In  giving  Ms  oppofition  to  this 
bill,  as  a  meafure  of  great  danger  and  impolicy,  Mr.  Grey  faid, 
he  entertained  doubts  of  its  fuccefs ;  and  declared  that  fuch  was 
the  overbearing  influence  of  the  prefent  fyftem,  that  he  was  in- 
clined to  relinquifh  all  farther  efforts,  and  retire  from  public  life, 
where  the  only  cfFe<ft  of  his  exertion  was  perfonal  odium  and 
difapprobation. 

Mr.  Chancellor  PITT  faid  a  few  words  in  explanation. 

Serjeant  WATSON  defended  the  motion,  on  the  ground  of 
^  its  having  an  obvious  tendency  to  meafures  h^hly  politic  and  cf- 
feftive,  and  he  owned  he  was  not  a  little  aftonilhed  at  the  prin- 
ciples advanced  by  the  honourable  gentleman  (Mr.  Baker)  who 
&ft  rofe  to  oppofe  it. 

The  queftion  was  then  put,  when  the  Houfc  divided. 
For  the  motion  105  ;  Againft  it  30*— Majority  75. 

The  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  faid,  he  rofe  to  move  for 
leave  to  bring  in  a  bill  "  to  render  more  efFefhial  the  provifions  of 
the  aft  which  pafTed  laft  year  for  the  fecurity  of  French  property." 
The  principal  amendments  in  the  reflation.  Sir  John  faid,  would 
confift  in  providing  for  the  fafety  of  this  property  in  cafes  of  failures 
and  bankruptcy  in  thofe  poiTefled  of  it,  and  in  enabling  every  per- 
fon  whatever  that  holds  it,  to  pay  it  into  the  Bank  of  England, 
iiiCTC  to  remain  till  a  legal  claim  is  made  out  at  the  concluiion  of 
the  war. 

Mr.  JEKYLL  faid,  he  wifhed  to  know  whether  it  was  meant, 
by  the  bill  moved  for,  to  compel  the  payment  of  this  property  intt> 
the  Bank,  and  likewife  what  was  the  nature  of  the  fecurity.  meant 
to  be  provided  in  cafes  of  failure  ? 

The  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  faid,  that  it  was  not  intended 
to  compel  the  payment ;  and  that  the  fecurity  propofed  was  a  fo- 
lemn  declaration,  under  certain  penalties,  to  be  made  to  the  Com- 
miflioners  of  Bankruptcy,  concerning  all  property  in  pofTeflion, 
belonging  to  individuals  in  France ;  but,  at  the  fame  time,  this 
declaration  was  fo  to  be  made,  as  not  in  the  leaft  to  endanger  any 
difclofure  or  perfonal  hazard  to  thofe  who  might  be  entitled  to  fuch 
property.  .  He  concluded  with  moving,  "  That  leave  be  pven  to 
bring  in  a  bill  for  the  more  effedlual  fecurity  of  money  and  cffe&s 
in  the  hands  of  His  Majefty's  fubjefts,  and  belonging  to,  or  being 
difpofable  by,  any  perfon  in  France ;  and  to  preferve  the  fame  for 
the  benefit  of  the  individual  owners  thereof."  ' 

The  motion  was  carried,  and  the  bill  brought  in  and  read  a  firft 
time,. and  ordered  to  be  read  a  fecond  time  on  Monday  the  14th. 

The  Houfe  adjourned. 
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List  of  the  Minority  on  the  Motion  for  going  into  a  Com- 
mittee on  the  Bill  to  enable  Subjects  of  France  to  enlift 
in  His  Majesty's  Service,  &c. 

Aubrey,  Sir  John  Milncr,  Sir  W. 

Burham  North,  Dudley 

Burch,  J.  R.  Philips,  J.  G. 

Courtenay,  John  Plumer,  Wm, 

Crefpi^y,  t.  C.  Ridley,  Sir  M.  W. 

Pitzpatrick,  General  Ruffell,  Lord  William 
Fox,  Right  Hon,  Charles  James        Sheridan,  R.  B. 

Grey,  Charles  Smith,  WiJliam 

Harrifon,  John  Speed,  Henry 

Howard,  Henry  Spencer,  Lord  Robert 

Huflcy,  William  Tarleton,  Colonel 

Lambton,  H.  Taylor,  M.  A, 

M'Lcod,  Colonel  Vyner,  R- 

Martin,  James  Winningion,  E, 

Tellers. 
Maitland,  Major.  Whitbread,  Samuel 

Monday f    i  /^th  April. 

The  Houfe  was  informed  by  a  mcffage  from  the  Lords,  their 
Lordftups  had  agreed  to  feveral  bills ;  and  that  they  will  proceed 
farther  in  the  trial  of  Mr.  Haftings  on  Wcdnefday  next. 

Mr.  MAINWARING  moved,  "  That  leave  be  given  to  bring 
in  a  bill  to  enable  His  Majefty  to  licence,  as  a  play-houfe  during 
the  fummer  feaibn,  the  theatre  called  the  Royalty  Theatre." 

Mr.  SHERIDAN  obferved,  that  this  application  was  only  a 
renewal  of  what  had  been  made  a  few  years  ago,  which  the  Houfe 
then,  on  fall  confideration,  thought  proper  to  rcjedt.  A  number  of 
perfons  on  that  occafion  had  thought  proper  without  any  dircft  autho- 
rity, to  open  a  theatre  near  Wellclofe-fquare,  affefting  to  do  fo  un- 
der the  power  of  Lord  Comwallis,  a  Conftable  of  the  Tower,  when 
in  faS  diey  neither  had,  nor  could  have,  any  fuch  authority.  They 
were  admonifhed  upon  the  fubjedl,  and  told  they  could  not  proceed 
under  the  authority  of  any  law.  The  proprietors  of  the  winter 
theatres  knowing  that  if  this  was  fufFered,  their  property  might  be 
materially  injured  by  fimilar  conduft  in  other  places,  took  meafurcs 
which  the  law  gave  to  ftop  thb  proceeding  ;  they  were  refifted  by 
the  gentlemen  of  this  theatre  until  the  expence  of  the  profecution 
amounted  to  aSool.  Now  he  wiflied  to  fubmit  to  the  Houfe, 
whether  any  reafon  vras  given  for  allowing  this  attack  on  the  pro- 
perty of  the  winter  theatres  to  be  renewed ;  he  confeffed  he  faw 
none  that  could  bear  upon  the  fubjeft  fairly,  unlefs  the  Houfe  were 
prepared  to  fay  that  the  monopoly  of  the  patents  (hould  exift  no 
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longer,  and  that  the  theatres,  like  any  other  property  where  there 
was  no  patent  to  proted  it,  Should  be  left  to  die  rivalihi|>  of  indi- 
viduals. Perhaps  fome  gentlemen  might  be  difpofed  to  tr^  \vith 
levity  a  fubjedl  of  this  nature,  as  matter  of  mere  amufement ;  but 
it  might  not  be  amifs  to  obferve  by  the  way,  ioo,oooL  wereg^ven 
for  the  patent  of  one  of  the  winter  theatres,  and  that  i  oo,oooL 
more  had  been  laid  out  in  fitting  it  up  for  the  entertainment  of  the 
public ;  and  then  perhaps  the  queftion  o(  property  mig^t  defervc  a 
little  more  ferioiis  confideration.  He  then  gave  a  (hort  account  of 
the  proceedings  of  the  gcntlranen  concerned  in  the  eftablifhment  of 
the  Royalty  Theatre,  in  the  coiirfe  they  took  in  refifting  the  known 
law.  The  claim  of  the  prefent  petitioners  was  rcfted  on  fomewhat 
of  an  extraordinary  foundation,  becaufe  they  had,  contrary  to  -ex- 
prefs  laws,  built  a  theatre,  which  was  ihut  up  by  the  judgement  of 
a  Court  of  Law,  they  now  come  to  Parliament  for  a  bill  to  legalife 
their  adt :  It  would  be  fomewhat  extraordinary  if  there  was  a  law 
which  faid  that  there  (hould  be  but  two  canals  in  the  kingdom,  and 
certain  perfons  (hould,  in  the  face  of  this  law,  cut  a  third,  and  then 
come  to  Parliament  for  an  z&.  to  make  their  condudl  legal.  He 
thought  that  it  would  be  a  very  great  hardfhip,  after  the  Proprie- 
tors of  the  Theatres  Royal  had  gone  to  an  encxtnous  and  incredible 
expence,  under  the  fandion  oiF  laws,  and  reliance  on  particular  Ada 
of  Parliament,  if  any  perfons  might  come  and  obtain  an  zA  to 
cftablifh  a  new  theatre  which  might  tend  to  deftroy  that  property. 

Mr.  MAIN  WARING  admitted  the  importance  of  this  fubjed, 
as  Mr.  Sheridan  had  Aated  it.  He  faid  that  there  was  a  great  dif- 
ference of  opinion  among  thofe  who  had  communicated  their  fcn- 
timents  to  him  upon  it.  Ei^t  or  nine  thoidand  perfons  had  iigned 
a  petition  for  a  theatre  in  this  {dace ;  a  great  number  of  others  had 
figned  a  petition  againft  it.  The  part  he  had  taken  was  merely  to 
bring  ft  before,  the  Houfe ;  for  by  what  he  had  done,  he  did  not 
pledge  himfelf  to  vote  either  one  way  or  the  other  ;  if  the  bill  (hould 
be  brought  in  to  be  difcufled,  he  had  only  put  the  fubjcdt  in  a  train 
of  inquiry.  He  wifhed  evidence  to  be  given  in  the  Committee  of 
^  the  fenfe  of  the  people  in  that  quarter  of  the  city  ;  fxoni  which  it 
i"^    would' appear  whether  they  were  for  or  againft  it. 

Mr.  CAWTHORNE  few  no  reafon  why  leave  ftiould  not  be 
,  granted  to  bring  in  this  bill.  The  petition  was  fubfcribed  by  a 
number  of  very  refpeAable  men.  He  did  not  know  the  parties ; 
but  thinking  impartially  on  the  fubjedt,  he  could  fee  no  good  reafon 
why  this  fubje£^  (hould  not  be  fully  inveftigated  ;  and  he  was  not 
afraid  of  giving  it  as  his  opinion,  that  that  part  of  the  town  had  a 
r  ^    right  to  be  benefited  with  amufements  of  the  fame  nature  widi  the 
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inhabitant!?  of  Weftminftcr.  For  thofe  rcifons,  he  IhouW  iidvci' 
give  his^vote  for  a.niortopoly,  and  particularly  as  this  theatre  would 
not  injufe  the  princi[Kil  pojOTeffors. 

Mr^^.WftlTBREAI?  faid,  he  wifticd  only  to  ftate  one  fail  on 
this  {iibjeft,  which  was,  .that  the  Magiilrates  of  that  quarter  were 
exceedingly  averfe  to  this  bilL  He  defired  the  petition  of  die  in- 
habitants of  London, .  who  prayed  that  fuch  a  bill  might  not  be 
granted,  be  read  ;  which  being  done, 

Mr.  Secretary  DUNDAS  feid  he  had  no  dcfirc  that  the  caft  part 
of  the  town  ftiould  be  deprived  of  the  jpleafure  of  theatrical  amufe- 
ments  any  more  than  the  Weft  part  of  rt ;  but  he  muft  tell  the  Houfc 
that  he  had  a  deputation  from  fome  of  the  moft  rcfpcftablc  inhabi- 
tants of  that  part  of  the  metropolis,  ftating  the  great  impljcy  of 
having  a  theatre  there,  and  they  gave  very  ftrong  rcafons  in  fup- 
port  of  their  opinions-  He  therefore  could  not,  in  jufticc  to  his 
fituation,  countenance  fuch  a  motion  as  this. 

Sir  FRANCIS  BARING  faid/  the  citizens  of  London,  aU 
around  Welclofe  Square,  were  extremely  bufily  engaged  in  their 
manu&dories  and  Commerce,  and  it  feemed  to  him  as  abfurd  t« 
introduce  a  bill  for  a  theatre  in  that  quarter,  as  it  would  be  to  in- 
tioduce  idlenefs  and  dilTipatlon  into  a  bee-hive« 

The  queftion  was  here  put  on  the  motion,  and  iv^tived  nem.  con, 

Mr.  GREY  prefented  a  petition  from  certain  Lottery-Office 
Keepers,  againft  a  claufe  in  the  late  lottery  bill,  which  empowers 
pcrfons  to  enter  their  houfes  by  night,  on  fufpicibn  of  illegal  infurance 
being  carried  on  therein ;  which  was  ordered  to  lie  upon  the  table. 

Mr.  ROSE  obferved,  that  he  had  pointed  out  that  particular 
claufe  to  the  attention  of  the  Houfe*,  at  the  time  the  bill  was  in  the 
Committee ;  and  there  was  not  then  any  obje£lion  made  thereto  i 
the  claufe  went  merely  to  inveft  a  fimilar  power  in  the  Commiifioners 
of  Stamps ;  and  that  both  the  Magiftrates  of  the  County  of  Middle- 
kx,  and  of  the  City  of  London,  had  folicited  that  fuch  power  ftiould 
be  granted,  as  otherwife  it  would  be  impoffible  to  prevent  infurance: 
he  thought  thofe  perfons,  if  there  was-  any  well-founded  objedion 
to  the  claufe,  Ihould  have  petitioned  whilft  the  bill  'was  depending. 

Mr.  GREY  flated,  that  he  had  no  particular  intereft  in  the  event 
of  the  petition,  being  totally  unacquainted  with  the  petitioners ;  it 
had  been  put  into  his  hand>  as  he  came  down  to  the  Houfe,  and  He 
did  not  feel  himfelf  at  libertyHo  refufe  prefenting  it:  but  he  thought 
it  better  that  lotteries  fliould  be  altogether  fuppreffed,  if  fuch  laws 
were  neceflary  to  prevent  illicit  tranfadllons. 

Mr.  TAYLOR  faid  it  was  very  poffible  the  honourable  Member 
(Mr.  Rofe)  might  have  Hated  jthe  claufe  in  queftion,  and  the  peti- 
VoL.  XXXVIII.  X 
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doners  never  to  have  heard  of  it :  he  did  not  diink  the  daufe  fo  ob- 
jeflionible,  till  he  came  to  examine  it  with  attention ;  and  he  now 
gave  the  right  honourable  gentleman  notice,  that  if  he  (hould  perfifl 
in  a  lottery  next  year,  as  a  meafure  of  finance^  that  he  fhould  ufe 
this  claufe  as  an  argument  againft  it ;  feei^ig  that  to  fiipport  lotteries 
it  was  neceffary  to  have  recourfe  to  laws  fo  imperious  and  di£tatorial| 
and  inimical  to  the  rights  and  privileges  of  our  fellow-citizens. 

Mr.  Chancellor  PITT  moved  the  order  of  the  day,  which  was 
for  the  third  reading  of  the  bill,  to  empower  the  Eaft-India  Company 
to  condmie  their  bond  debts,  &c.  which  being  read,  he  moved, 
**  That  this  bill  be  now  read  a  third  time." 

Mr.  FRANCIS  faid,  that,  in  his  opinion,  this  bill  ought  not 
to  pafs,  in  the  w^  in  which  it  had  hitherto  proceeded,  without  the 
fmalleft  attention  or  notice  in  the  Houfe.  Confidering  all  that  they 
had  heard  very  lately,  as^  well  as  for  fome  years  paft,  of  the  flou- 
rifhing  ftate  of  the  India  Company's  affairs  at  home  and  abroad,  the 
increafe  of  dividend  to  the  Proprietors,  and  the  fuppofed  voluntary 
engagement  of  the  Company  to  pay  five  hundred  thoufand  pounds  to 
Government  for  the  fervice  of  the  prefent  year,  and  in  every  fuc- 
ceeding  year,  while  they  held  the  territorial  revenues,  it  muft  ap- 
pear to  any  man,  who  adverted  at  all  to  the  fubjeft,  a  moft  extraor- 
dinary event,  that,  in  the  very  fame  feffion  in  which  thcfe  engage- 
ments were  made,  and  thefe  flattering  promifes  held  out,  it  fliould 
be  found  neceflary,  firft  to  enable  the  India  Company,  by  law,  to 
continue  a  part  of  their  prefent  bond  debt,  to  the  amount  of  five 
hundred  thoufand  pounds,  which  by  law  they  were  obliged  to  pay 
off  in  the  courfe  of  this  year,  and  then  to  iffue  bonds  to  the  amount 
of  a  million  more,  ^s  circumflanca  might  require*  The  refult  of 
this  operation  was,  that,  in  fa<S,  the  Companyj  in  the  midft  of 
their  unexampled  profperity,  were  obliged  to  borrow  a  million  and 
a  half  for  the  inimediate  and  indifpenfable  fervice  of  the  year.  To 
continue  a  debt,  after  the  period  fixed  for  difcharging  it,  was  the 
fame  thing  as  a  loan,  to  the  amount  of  the  debt  continued  \  and  to 
iffue  frefli  bonds  for  a  million  more,  was  dire£Uy  and  avowedly  a 
new  loan  ;  notwithftanding  the  curious  diftindtion  fet  up  by  a  worthy 
Diredor  (Mr.  David  Scott),  that  iffuing  bonds  at  five  per  cent. 
was  not  borrowing  money,  as  if  the  bonds  were  to  be  iffued  for  no- 
thing. In  former  times.  Sir,  when  a  praftice  and  principles  of  the 
fame  fort  prevailed  at  the  India  Houfe,  when  a  fadlion  of  adven- 
turers had  got  poffeffion  of  the  India  Company ;  wheii  they  voted 
dividends  without  ai&ts,  and  borrowed  money  to  pay  them,  the  whole 
tranfadtion,  as  I  perfe<^y  well  remember,  was  confidered  by  Go- 
vernment, and  by  the  Houfe  of  Common^i  as  an  audacious  fraud 
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upon  the  Public,  and  treachery  to  the  Gnnpany,  calculated  folely 
to  ferve  private  puipofes,  by  giving  a  (Me  imaginaiy  value  to  die 
ilock,  by  which  they  who  were  in  the  fecret  were  to  make  their  for* 
tunes.  Againft  thofe  iniquitous  combinations.  Parliament  then 
thought  it  their  duty  to  interpofe,  and  accordingly  different  a£h  were 
paffed  to  reftrain  the  India  Company  from  increafing  their  dividends^ 
as  the  Court  of  Proprietors  pretended  they  had  a  right  to  do,  ad  //- 
iltum.  But  tlungs  are  very  much  altered  lince  that  time.  The 
MinUfay  and  the  P^liament  are  a£Uve  parties  in  a  pradice  of  pre- 
cifely  the  quality.  They  permit  and  encourage  the  India  Company 
to  increaie  their  own  dividends  on  one  fide,  while  they  engage  to 
pay  a  Ijsuge  annual  fum  to  Government  on  die  other,  without  kiKm- 
uig  or  inquiring  whether  they  have  aflets  to  anfwer  fuch  engage- 
ments dr  not.  Sir,  I  am  not  a  merchant,  nor  do  I  pretend  to  any 
great  ildll  in  mercantile  affairs  ;  but  this  I  know,  that  no  merchant 
or  trading  Company  has  a  right  to  any  dividend  upon  the  fuppofed 
pioiits  of  their  trade,  but  in  proportion  to  the  clear  furplus  or  ba- 
lance that  (hall  appear  to  be  in  their  favour,  upon  a  fair  flatement  of 
their  accounts,  after  all  the  chaiges  of  the  year  are  fadsfied,  and 
the  current  debts  provided  for.  The  remainder,  if  any,  is  at  their 
dtfpofal.  To  take  a  dividend  out  of  any  other  fund,  in  the  cafe  of 
an  individual,  is  a  fraud  on  his  creditors  ;  in  the  cafe  of  a  trading 
Company,  it  is  a  fraud  on  the  Public.  In  the  inftance  before  us, 
the  India  Company  iirft  increafe  dieir  dividend  to  ten  per  cent.  ; 
they  then  pxomtfe  to  pay  500,000!.  a  year  to  Government;  and 
now,  in  the  very  fame  year,  they  come  to  Parliament  for  leave  to 
borrow  a  million  and  a  half.  Thefe,  Sir,  are  the  grounds  on  which 
the  right  honourable  Secretary  very  lately  afked  the  Houfe,  in  a 
language  and  tone  of  triumph,  "  When  every  thing  in  the  prefent 
''  condidon  of  the  Company  is  confidered,  can  any  reafonable  doubt 
"  be  entertained  of  the  favourable  circumftances  under  which  they 
"now  (land,  or  of  the  brightnefs  of  the  prcfpeft  which  is  daily  opening 
"  iefore  them  ?"  To  this  brilliant  queftion  I  fhall  oriy  anfwer, 
that  I,  for  my  part,  have  no  doubt  about  the  matter.  Their  im- 
mediate iituation  is  that  of  a  thoughtlefs  or  a  fraudulent  debtor,  and 
their  profpcd  correfponds  with  it.  But  this  new  loan,  it  fecms, 
and  fo  the  aft  fays,  is  for  the  ufes  of  their  trade  I  What  are  thofe 
rfcs  ?  The  a<a  is  filent  on  that  point.  Have  they  extended  their 
trade?  Have  they  opened  any  new  fources  of  commercial  enterprife, 
which  require  an  increafe  of  their  capital  ?  No  fuch  thing  ;  nor  is 
it  any  where  pretended.  New  charges,  new  burdens^  and  new 
cxpcnces,  indeed,  they  have  incurred  of  every  fort.  Payments  to 
tbc  Proprietors,  payments   to  Government,  and  pcnfions  to  indi- 
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viduals,  have  been  lavifldy  diftributcd.  If  borrowing  money  foi 
fuch  purpofcs,  can  be  honeftly  called /^r  the  ufcs  of  their  /r<fi£?,,then 
the  allegation  in  the  bill  is  true  ;  if  not,  the  whole  tranfa£lion  is  a 
fraud,  in  which  Government  panicipates,  and  Parliament  is  to  be 
an  accomplice,  for  a  valuable  confideration* 

Lord  MORNINGTON  thought  the  honourable  Member  had 
completely  miftaken  the  meaning  of  the  bill.     The  faft  wjw  fin^y 
this :  that  by  the  adl  of  laft  feflion  the  Company  were,  in  the  courfe 
of  the  prefent  year,  to  have  reduced  their  bond  debts  to  i  ,5  oo,oool« 
After  that  rcdu<ftion,  by  the  permiffion  of  the  Commiffioncrs  of  the 
Board  of  Controul,  if  they  had  thought  proper,  they  might  again, 
without  coming  to  Parliament  at  all,  have  increaifed  their  bond  debt 
500, cool,  fo  as  to  have  left  their  bond  debt  at  2,ooo,oool.     The 
prefent  bill  was  to  authorize  the  Company  to  continue  their  bond 
debts  at  2,ooo,oool.  and  to  permit  them,  if  ncceffary,  ta  add 
i,ooo,oool.  to  that  fum  in  the  courfe  of  the  year.     If  this  there- 
fore wa3  to  be  taken  as  an  increafe  of  debt,  it  would  not  amount, 
as  had  been  reprefented,  to  two  millions,  but  only  to  a  million  and 
half.     His  Lordfliip,  however,  could  not  concqive  that  in  any  view 
of  this  matter  it  oXight  to  b»  confidered  as  a  debt,  becaufe  in  the 
courfe  of  tlie  prefent  year  the  Company  paid  500,0001.  more  than 
they  were  bound  to  do  by  the  a^  of  tafi;  feffion.     It  appeared  alfo, 
by  a  former  flatement,  that  the  Company  found  themfelves  under 
the  neceffity  of  paying  500,000!.  more  than  they  were  bound  by  the 
2&i  of  laft  feflbn,  in  confequence  of  a  million  of  debt  having  been 
transferred  from  India  to  Europe ;  and  with  regard  to  the  remaining 
500,0001.  the  Company  had  give/i  credit  for  their  fales  to  that 
amount  for  a  much  longer  period  than  ufual,  and  therefore,  perhaps 
it  might  be  neceffary  for  them  to  borrow  till  they  got  ia  their  money. 
Now  he  put  it  to  the  candour  of  the  Houfe,  whether,  in  any  view 
of  the  fubje<S,  this  could  be  condderedas  an  incrcafe  of  debt. 

The  honourable  Member  (Mr.  Francis)  had  faid  on  a  former 
day,  that  he  had  not  attended  the  opemng  of  the  India  Budget, 
and  made  a  folcmn  vow,  that  by  theblefling  of  God  he  never  would 
attend  it.  His  Lordfhip  faid,  the  honourable  gentleman  had  no 
reafon  to  blefs  God  on  that  fubjeft,  inafmuch  as  he  appeared  to  be 
CKtremcly  i^orant.on  all  die  main  points  on  which  he  had  touched. 

Mr.  FRANCIS  faid,  that  the  noble  Lord  had  not  ftated  how 
the  nwoey  mentioned  in  this  bill  was  to  be  applied. 

The  bill  was  then  road  a  third  time  and  pafled,  and  ocdered  to 
be  carried  to  the  Lords  by  Mr.  Dundas. 

The  order  of  the  day  being  read,  for  the  Houfe  to  refolve  itfelf 
into  a  Committee  on  the  bill,  to  enable  His  Maj^fty  to  take.Frcncb 
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fubjeds  into  Brkiih  pay,  and  the  qudtion  being  put,  that  die  Speaker 

do  leave  the  chain 

Colonel  TARLETON  laid,  "  This  hill,  Sir,  is  of  fo  peculiar 
a  nature,  and  feems  to  be  fraught  with  circumftances  and  confe- 
quences  of  f^ch  infinite  magnitude  and  importance,  that,  in  mj 
humble  opinion,  U  behoves  every  individual  Member  to  give  it  his 
aflent  or  difient  with  his  own  voice,  and  in  his  own  language,  that 
his  fentimcnts  may  be  {canned  by  the  prefent  generation,  and  re- 
cotdcd  in  the  annals  of  P^liament.      This  idea,  which  I  feel 
ftrongly  impreiTed  on  my  mind,  will  preclude  my  trefpaiTing  long 
upon  the  patience  of  the  Houfe :  but  I  (hall  endeavour  to  compreis 
a  great  deal  in  a  very  fmall  compafs  indeed.     It  appears  to  me. 
Sir,  diat  the  fubjed^  which  now  occupies  the  attention  of  the  Houfe 
is  one  of  the  links  (though  a  heavier  one,  I  confefs,  than  has  yet  ap» 
peared)  of  the  fame  ehain  which  His  Majcfty's  Minifters  fince  the 
commencement  of  this  fefliion,  have  prepared  for  the  liberties  of 
this  country.    It  requires  not  much  ingenuity  or  fagacity  to  difcover 
that  this  bill  is  conneded  widi  the  recent  alteration  made  in  the  mi- 
litia bill,  and  materially  allied  to  the  country  fubfcriptions.     Step 
by  ilq).  His  Majefty*s  Miniflers  proceed  to  undermine  the  Conlli- 
tndon,  and  enthral  the  liberties  of  Engliflimen.     Their  intentions 
are  fo  obvious  and  ib  clearly  demonftrated  in  this  and  the  two  odier 
collate  ^rcumftances  I  have  mentioned,  as  well  as  in  their  con-* 
Mk  relative  to  the  debarkation  of  the  HefTian  troops/  and  their 
manner  of  difirufling  that  queftion  in  Parliament,  that  the  plaineft 
andmeajieft  underilanding  cannot  be  at  a  lofs  to  interpret  their  mo* 
tives,  namdy,  to  ereft  as  rapidly  as  poflible  a  military  Government 
i»  this  country,  during  the  continuance  of  a  war,  which  His  Ma- 
jefty  s  M inifiers  have  occafioned,  or  at  leaft  luve  not  ufed  proper 
(iifcreUon  and  vigour  to  avert,  and  which  is  now  maintained  and 
prolonged  by  Er^lifh  intrigues  and  with  Englifh  money.     What 
confequcnces  muft  arife  from  the  profccution  and  completion  of  fucli 
a  fyftem,   I  leave  to  the  cool  confideration  of  the  Houfe  and  of  the 
country.     If  the  majority  of  tlie  reprcfentatives  of  the  people  are  fo 
beguiled  by  the  eloquence  of  the  right  honourable  gentleman,  arc  fo 
involved  in  the  mazes  of  delirium  which  have  been  fo  artfaUy  and 
induftrioiifly  extended  by  the  feceders  and  alarmifts,  or  are  fo  torpid 
or  fo  corrupt  that  they  cainnot,  or  will  not,  judge  and  pronounce 
upon  their  own  imminent  dangpr,  the  country  and  pofterity,  I  hope 
and  truft,  will  acquit  the  Members  of  oppofition  from  the  imputa- 
tions, I  had  almoft  faid  guilt,  which  may  attach  to  the  prefent 
Houfe  o(  Commons.    Sir,  I  think  it  neceffary  tliat  I  fhould  briefly 
point  out- the  glaring  abfurditics  and  the  hazardous  ccmfequence^ 
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ipphich  are  contained  in  the  preamble  to  the  claufes  of  this  bill,  not* 
withftanding  a  convenient  time  to  do  fo  is  likely  to  occur  when  the 
bill  goes  into  a  Committee,  yet.  Sir,  I  cannot  omit  any  opportu- 
nity  of  dete6ting  the  fallacy  and  danger  of  this  bill.     It  bears  in  its 
fiontifpiece  or  its  preamble  '^  to  enable  fubjeds  of  France  to  enlift  as 
fcddiersy  to  ferveon  the  continent  of  Europe,  &c."     Does  not  this 
evidently  pronounce  itfelf  delufion  ?  When  the  rebellions  againil  the 
exiiling  Government  of  France  were  in  fall  force  in  La  Vendee  and 
at  Lyons,  when  Toulon  was  in  our  pofTefnon^  did  we  adopt  thefe 
meafures?  No.     But  we  begin  to  confpire  and  to  combine  when 
France  appears  impr^nable,  for  fo  (he  mud  appear,  or  elfe  the 
right  honourable  gentleman  would  not  have  called  her  an  armed 
nation.     Againid  whom  then  are  we  calling  in  thefe  auxiliaries? 
The  objeft  muft  have  a  different  iituation,  or  elfe  the  fyftem,  I  may 
fairly  infer,  muft  be  founded  in  incapacity  and  deluiion.     Many 
objectionable  parts  occur  in  the  firft  claufe,  fuch  as  the  manner  of 
raifing  the  men,  the  facility  of  receiving  pay,  of  muftering  ftrong, 
and  of  fating  weak  ;  the  full  pay  during  war,  and  the  no-pay  af- 
terwards»  the  difference  of  religion,  and  the  places  of  deftination. 
But  this  I  have  no  doubt  wiU  be  fully  difcuffed  in  the  Committee. 
The  fecond  claufe  &ys,  '^  that  in  cafe  It  (hall  be  deemed  neceflary  or 
.   expedient  to  bring  any  fuch  troops  as  aforefaid  to  any  port  or  place 
in  Gr^t  Britain,  for  the  purpofe  of  rendezvous,  or  for  the  opera- 
tions of  war,  and  it  ihall  be  deemed  neceffary  or  expedient  to  land 
fuch  troops  in  any  part  of  Great  Britain :"  and  then  it  proceeds  to 
ilate  *^  the  diftance  from  the  coaft,  &c.*'     I  cannot  fer  a  moment 
dday  expreflfing  my  difapprobation  and  aftonifhment  at  the  tenor  of 
this  claufe.     What!  land  20  or  30,000  men,  or  any  indefinite 
number,  in  England,  and  allow  them  to  lerve  there  at  all !   I  aik 
the  Houfe  where  Portfmoutb  and  Plymouth  are  fituated  ?  Are  they 
not  on  the  coaft?  Are  foreign  troops  then  to  take  pofTeftion  of  thofe 
naval  bmlwarks  of  the  kingdom  ?  Are  our  dock  yards  and  arfenals  to 
be  entrufted  to  Frenchmen  ^ 

'•  Titneo  Danaos  et  donaferentes.** 
Can  any  man  read  this  claufe  widiout  aftonifhment  ?  Can  any  man 
\iew  £uch  a  debarkation  of  troops  without  dread  ?  Can  any  Engljih- 
man  exift  that  will  not  proteft  againft  it  ? 

The  third  claufe  ftates  indefinitely  ^<  that  thefe  troops  Ihall  b« 
fubjed  to  fuch  articles  as  His  Majefty  (hall  think  fit  to  eftablifh  for 
the  better  government  of  fuch  forces,  &c.**  I  fhall  not  comment 
now  upon  this  claufe,  but  only  remark  that  it  is  leaving  a  dangerous 
latitude  to  His  Majefty's  Minifters.  But  I  (hall  how  fay  a  few 
tjrprds  upon  that  ill-omened  monofyllable  made  ufc  of  by  tibe  right 
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honourable  gentleman  on  a  former  occafion :  that  emphatic  and 
formidable  yes,  indicates  a  meanii^  more  expreflive  than  all  the 
amplification  the  moft  eloquent  man  within  thofe  walls  could  call  to 
his  affiftance.  Thefe  troops  then,  if  employed  in  France,  are  to 
march  with  halters  round  their  necks,  and  in  cafe  of  misfortune,  we 
are  to  retaliate.  Then  indeed  a  bloody  fcene  commences,  when  the 
fabbard  is  thrown  away  ;  and  the  condud  of  our  MiniAer  reminds 
me  of  one  of  the  grandeft  and  moft  awful  paflages  in  our  iirft  poet : 

**  And  let  the  world  no  longer  be  a  ftage, 
To  feed  contention  in  a  lingering  zGt ; 
But  let  one  fpirit  of  the  firil*born  Cain 
Reign  in  all  bofoms,  that,  each  heart  being  fet 
.  On  bloody  courfes,  the  rude  fcene  may  end, 
And  darknefs  be  the  burier  of  the  dead  !'* 

One  fingle  word  on  the  beautiful  ejaculation  of  a  right  honourable 
gentleman  on  a  former  occafion,  with  regard  to  property.  Where 
is  die  fecurity  for  property  againft  hordes  of  dcfperate  men,  driven 
out  of  thdr  own  country,  and  armed  in  England  ?  Where  is  the 
fecurity  for  property  during  the  formation  of  a  militaty  government  ? 
Where  is  the  fecurity  for  property,  when  His  Majefty's  Minifter 
undermines  the  conftitution  ? 

Here,  Sir,  I  fhall  leave  the  queftion,  reminding  gentlemen  of 
the  time  and  circumftances  attending  this  bill,  and  eameftly  exhort- 
ing all  Englifhmen  not  to  hoodwink  their  undcrftanding,  and  vo- 
luntarily impofe  fetters  upon  themfelves  and  their  children  ;  for  I 
firmly  believe  the  paffing  this  bill  in  its  prefent  form  will  deftroy  the 
privileges  of  Magna  Charta,  will  undermine  the  Bill  of  Rights, 
will  fet  at  naught  fome  of  the  important  provifions  of  the  A61  of  Set- 
tlement, and  finally  annihilate  the  Briti(h  conditution.  Therefore, 
Sir,  I  (hall  ^ve  it  my  moft  cordial  oppofition. 

Sir  WILLIAM  YOUNG  confeffed  that  he  faw  the  prefcnt 
bill  in  a  very  different  point  of  view  from  the  honourable  Colonel 
(Tarleton) ;  in  Sir  William's  opinion,  it  was  as  wife  and  as  ne- 
ceffary  a  meafure  as  ever  had  been  propofed  by  the  L^flature  ;  and 
fhould  gentlemen  perftft  in  their  oppofition,  he  declared  he  (hould 
feel  it  his  duty  to  trouble  the  Houfe  more  than  once  upon  the  fub- 
jeft.  It  certainly  had  an  intimate  connexion  with  the  late  meav 
fures  of  Adminiflration,  both  in  expediency  and  neccffity,  and  as 
beii^  peculiarly  adapted  to  the  cmeigei^cies  of  the  times,  and  the 
defence  of  the  country.  The  lame  reafons  which  jufHfied  fubfcrip- 
tions,  would  convince  the  Houfe  of  the  neceflTity  of  the  prcfcnt  mea- 
fure ;  both  having  but  one  end,  and  one  objedt — the  public  fafety^ 
From  th(e  ^oSrinc  of  retaliation,  at  which  gentlemen  feemed  fo 
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much  alarmed,  thofc  dreadful  confcquences  were  not  to  be  fb^ied4 
becaufe  there  had  been  trcx>ps  precifely  in  the  fame  fituation  in  which 
thofe  French  corps  would  be,  and  nothing  of  the  dai^f,  whidl 
gentlemen  afFeft  to  afyprehend  fo  much,  had  ever  occurred  ;  that 
dyeSion  would  have. been  equally  applicable,  had  dieypVen^ft* 
ance  to  the  infuigents  in  La  Vendee,  a  mcafure  which  the  gendcitien 
on  the  other  fide  of  the  Houfe  had  fo  frequently  contended  (hould 
have  been  carried  into  execution. 

Mr.  WHITBREAD  faid,  that  he  ought  to  apologize  to  the 
Houfe,  for  offering  himfelf  to  their  notice  on  the  prefcnt  occafion ; 
tut  he  felt  fo  many  objeftions  arife  in  his  mind,  ever  fince  he  had 
firft  heard  of  the  adoption  of  this  plan,  that  he  could  not  refift  the 
prefent  opportunity  of  exprefling  his  dif^pprobation  ;  and  what  had 
fallen  from  the  honourable  Baronet  (Sit  William  Young)  rendered 
it  more  excufable.     He  Was  of  opinion  with  his  honourable  friend, 
(Colonel  Tarleton)  that  this  was  another  link  of  that  oppreffivc 
chain,  which  Miniflers  had  been  forging  to  fliackle  the  people  of 
riiis  countrj^  and  that  it  was  every  man's  duty  to  refift  its  comple- 
tion.    He  was  much  furprifed  never  to  have  heard  the  neceflity  of 
the  meafure  dated  by  any  gentleman  ;  it  was  enough  that  it  was 
fuggefted  from  a  certain  quarter,  to  infure  its  fuccefs  in  that  Houfe. 
If  the  adoption  of  this  bill  (hould  eftablifli   the  opinion,  that  wc 
were  fighting  to  reftore  defpotifm,  the  gentlemen  on  the   other  fide 
(hould  be  moft  ftrenuous  oppofers  of  it,  as  they  had  declared  re- 
peatedly, that  it  was  never  the  objeA  for  which  we  entered  into, 
or  continued  the  war  ;  if  it  was  in  reality  theobjeS  of  the  war,  and 
had  been  avowed  as  fuch  at  the  commencement  of  the  war,  not- 
withftanding  the  influence  of  the  right  honourable  gentleman   (Mr. 
Pitt),  he  was  convinced  in   his  mind  that  the  fupplies  would  not 
have  been  granted,  and  that  the  Houfe  would  never  have  concurred 
in  what  was  an  aft  of  turpitude  in  a  free  nation.     The  prefent  bill, 
he  maintained,  was   altogether  unneceflary,  as,   under  the  Alien 
bill,  the  emigrants  might  have  been  compelled  to  cnlift,  or  quit  the 
country  ;  and  with  the  Alien  bill  in  one  hand,  and  bounty  money 
in  the  other,  there  could  exift  no  doubt  of  their  fuccefs.     Another 
objeftion  which  he  had  was,  the  fituation,  as  an  honourable  friend 
of  his  exprefl!ed  it,  that  thofe  unfortunate  perfons  were  placed  in  by 
the  bill ;  they  were  fent  with  a  halter  about  their  necks  into  the 
field,  a  fituation  in  which  no  foldier  in  the  pay  of  Great  Britain 
(hould  be  placed.     He  wifhed  to  know  if  they  meant  to  eftablifh 
it  as  a  principle,  that  a  power  at  war  with  another  might  induce  its 
fubjefts  to  take  up  arms  againft  it ;  if  fuch  principles  were  main- 
tamed,  and  the  dodlrines  of  retaliation  to  follow,  woe  be  to  this 
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nation !  and  woe  be  to  mankind !  fot  defolatkm  and  bloodflied  muft 
be  the  inevitable  confequences  of  it !  That  monofyllable  which  had 
been  alluden  to,  and  which  exprefTed  an  aflent  to  thofe  dodfarines, 
ihould  be  explained,  and  Miniftets  ought  to  declare  if  fuch  was  the 
opimon  they  maintained.     Another  objcdion  was,  the   ezpence 
whh  which  this  meafure  would  be  attended,  a  confideration  which 
he  thought  It  proper  to  attend  to  ;  great  and  extended  operations, 
fach  as  thofe  of  this  country^   muft  be  attended  with  confiderabit 
cxpence.     The  refources  of  the  country  were  great,   undoubtedly  ; 
but,  like  all  other  human  means,  finite.     The  termination  of  the 
war  was  yet  far  diftant ;  we  had  been  acting  in  a  circle,  and  wcr» 
now  as  far  removed  frotn  the  completion  of  our  objedt  as  when  the 
Duke  of  Brunfwick  commenced  his  career  in   1792.     It  had  been 
ilTerted  that  this  corps  could  not  be  embodied  fooncr  with  advantage, 
which  he  contended  might  have  been   done  with  infinitely  greater 
profpefts  of  fuccefs  at  the  commencement  of  the  war.     It  was  fup-  ♦ 
pofed  the  finances  of  JFrance  would  not  hold  out  to  fupport  her 
through  a  fingle  campaign  ;  but   the  embatded  arithmetic  of  her 
enemies  had  been  carried  away  by  the  point  of  the  bayonet.     The 
queftion  was  now,  whether  their  finances  would  not  endure  longer 
than  thofe  of  the  allies  ;  the  finances  of  the  King  of  Pruffia  are  al- 
ready exhaufted,    as  appears  from  his  own  Declaration,    which 
though  denied  to  be  authentic  on  a.  former  night,  has  iince  appeared 
in  the  different  Gazettes  of  Europe.     [Here  he  read  an  extradi  of 
the  laft  Declaration  of  the  King  of  Pruffia,  oh  the  fubje3  of  the 
tontinuance  of  the  war.]     Perhaps  Aufhria  might  foon  find  itfelf  in 
the  fame  exhaufted  fituation.     The  war  was  then  to  be  fupportcdy 
-and  kept  up  by  Englifh  intrigue,  paid  for  by  Englifh  money,  and 
cemented  by  Englifh  blood,  of  which  too  much  had  already  been 
wafted,  on  a  fyftem  of  folly  and  injuftice,  commenced  by  our  Mi- 
nifters  by  a  falfe  alarm,  and  continued  by  delufion,  and  diat  for  the 
purpofe  of  impofing  a  form  of  Government  on  a  people,  who  had 
a  right  to  choofe  it  for  themfelves.     The  laft  point  of  view  in  which 
this  meafure  appeared  to  him,  was  that  in  which  it  afFeAed  the  con- 
ftitution  of  this  country.     He  thought  it  extremely  objedtionable  in 
that  refpeft.     It  went  to  the  utter  fubverfion  of  the  Aft  of  Settle- 
ment ;  it  empowered  the  King  to  have  any  number  he  pleafed  under 
his  command  of  foreign  troops ;  to  increafe  them  when  he  pleafed, 
to  make  for  them  and  their  officers  what  law  he  pleafed,  and  if  any 
danger  fliould  arife  from  all  this,  there  was  no  remedy  which  could 
poffibly  be  affiled.     The  Houfe  would  exercife  its  difcretion  on 
this  important  bufinefs  ;  for  one,  he  could  not  confent  that  this  mea-* 
fure  fhould  be  any  farther  carried  on.     He  livould  hice  take  an  op- 
Vot-  XXXVIII.  V 
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portumty  of  recalling  an  Opinion  he  had  given,  when,  on  a  former 
occalion,  fome  gentlemen  had  infinuated  the  policy  of  introducing 
the  criminal  law  of  Scotland  into  this  country,  that  he  hoped,  if  any 
perfon  were  to  make  fuch  a  motion,  that  fome  one  would  be  found 
bold  enough  to  impeach  him  ;  this  had  dropped  from  him  in  die 
warmth  of  debate ;  he  had  fince  found  his  error,  and  was  convinced 
that  no  Member  could  be  impeached  for  any  motion  he  (hould  make 
in  that  Houfe,  however  dangerous  in  its  tendency :  he  thought, 
that  knowing  himfelf  in  an  error,  he  (hould  now  confcfs  it ;  "what 
he  faid  then,  or  at  any  other  time,  merited  little  attention. 

Lord  MULGRAVE  faid,  he  (hould  not  detain  the  Houfe  for 
any  great  length  of  time  ;  he  rofe  chiefly  to  anfwer  one  part  of  the 
fpeech  of  the  honourable  gentleman  who  fpoke  laft,  which  related 
to  die  retaliation  on  prifoncrs  to  be  put  to  death.  He  obferved,  that 
when  he  was  at  Toulon,  there  were  perfons  fcrving  in  that  garrifon 
on  an  important  poft,  who  were  furprifed  and  taken.  It  was  ftated 
tliat  they  were  maffacred  in  cold  blood  ;  he  took  pains  to  inquire 
into  that  fubjcdt,  and  diredled  other  Officers  to  do  the  fame,  and 
he  found  that  no  fuch  event  had  happened.  So  far  from  it,  there 
was  not  the  Icaft  danger  to  be  apprehended,  but  at  the  fame  time 
he.  was  far  from  pledging  himfelf,  as  to  what  might  happen  on  fuch 
occafions,  and  if  on  any  future  occafion  a  contrary  condudt  fhould 
be  adopted  by  our  enemies,  we  muft  purfue  the  fame  mcafure,  par- 
ticularly if  we  thought  of  bringing  this  war  to  a  fuccefsful  conclu- 
iion.  A  contrary  doftrine  would  lead  to  the  moft  dreadful  (ituation  ; 
for  if  the  enemy  fhould  purfue  this  method  of  a(raflination,  and 
Ihould  find  that  we  would  not  do  every  thing  in  our  power  to  deter 
them,  they  would  bully  us  with  the  riircat  of  it  from  day  to  day, 
for  the  purpofc  of  infpiring  terror.  He  knew  it  was  not  the  cuftoiu 
of  civilized  nations,  or  of  modern  times,  to  put  prifoncrs  of  war  to 
death  ;  but  if  our  enemies  defertcd  tliat  civilized  practice,  we  mull 
.in  juftice  to  ourfclves  retaliate.  He  was  perhaps  going  to  involve 
hijnfclf,  in  what  he  was  going  to  fay,  but  candour  demanded  it, 
and  he  (liould  fpeak  plainly.  The  ground  on  which  he  intended  to 
^proceed  at  Toulon,  was  this, — He  (hould  have  fent  out  a  flag  of 
truce,  (tating  to  the  enemy,  that  if  any  fuch  violence  to  the  law  of 
nations,  and  to  the  feelings  of  humanity,  were  offered  by  them,  he 
ftiould  man  for  man  retaliate  ;  and  however 'cruel  that  might  fecm 
in  us,  and  however  repugnant  to  the  feelings  of  human  nature,  he 
was  ready  to  declare  he  believed  it  to  be  nece(rary  in  fucli  a  (itua- 
tion ;  for  if  we  did  not  proceed  on  equal  terms,  we  could  not  carry 
on  war  at  all.  He  obferved  that  a  number  of  Britifh,  to  the  amount 
of  about   150,  had  been  taken  by  the  enemy;  twelve  of  them 
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cfcaped,  and  from  them  it  appeared  that  the  French  on  thatocca- 
fion  gave  no  quarter.  .  He  therefore  wifhcd  to  know  whether  after 
this,  it  would  be  wife  in  us  to  be  bullied  by  our  enemies,  and  to 
fliew  diem  that  we  were  afraid  of  their  inhumanity,  or  any  of  their 
other  defperate  qualities?  With  regard  to  the  objedion  that  had 
been  ftated,  to  the  King  having  the  whole  power  of  the  troops  to 
be  raifed  by  the  prefent  bill,  it  was  not  more  fo  in  this  cafe  than 
any  other  by  the  articles ;  and  he  wiflied  any  gentleman  to  point 
out  the  diftinftion. 

Major  MAITLAND  cxprefled  his  furprixe  at  the  do6hincs 
laid  down  by  the  noble  Lord.  He  had  many  objections  to  the 
bill ;  it  was  unconAitutional  in  its  objeft,  and  fatal  in  its  tendency. 
When  a  right  honourable  gentleman  (Mr.  Burke)  had,  on  a  former 
occafiorl,  declared  in  his  fentiments  on  the  nature  of  property  and 
Government,  he  fhould  have  taken  into  confideration,  that  if  the 
property  of  France  had  been  true  to  itfelf,  the  prefent  Government 
would  never  have  arrived  to  the  pitch  of  horror  it  now  maintains ; 
but  they,  inftead  of  ftanding  by,  and  fupporting  their  property 
againft  encroachments  and  defpoliation,  fled.  Are  thefe  the  people 
whom  we  now  employ  to  fight  for  the  recovery  of  that  property 
which,  when  in  poflcflion  of,  they  would  not  defend  t  Thofe  men 
who  deferted  their  property,  and  dieir  King,  and  left  him  to  an  ig- 
nominious fete,  are  now  to  be  employed  to.  recover  that  property, 
and  defend  our  King?  Among  thofe  men  a  general  difcord  rdngs. 
You  can  fcarce  find  two  of  the  fame  opinion  with  regard  to  the 
affairs  of  their  own  country,  and  therefore  they  are  totally  unfit  to 
be  employed.  As  to  the  efficacy  of  the  meafure,  he  would  oppofe 
the  pra(ftice  of  the  King  of  Pruflia  to  the  theory  of  other  Princes : 
M^hat  does  he  fay,  and  what  does  he  fet  forth  in  his  declaration, 
which  now  will  not  be  denied  to  be  authentic  ?  "  That  the  war  was 
a  war  with  a  populous  nation,  provided  with  every  refource  of  wat 
to  back  them ;  an  enemy  that  preffes  forward  in  a  mafs,  of  ap- 
proved taftics,  and  a  numerous  artiller}'."  He  then  adverted  to 
the  affertion  of  the  noble  Lord,  which  was,  that  he  could  perceive 
no  difierence  between  thefe  troops  and  other  troops  under  His  Ma- 
jcfty.  He  obfervcd  the  great  jealoufy  of  our  forefathers,  yyho  would 
not  permit  the  Crown  to  touch  a  fingle  farthing  belonging  to  Officer 
or  foldiers,  that  they  might  not  be  under  its  influence ;  and,  by 
the  Mutiny  a6t,  the  mode  of  punifliing  oflfences  in  foldiers  was  de^ 
fined ;  but  for  thefe  troops,  His  Majefty  may  make  what  laws  be 
^leafcs,  ta  punifti  with  lofs  of  life  or  limb :  and,  in  fe6i,  they 
yrdttUd  form  a  powerful  force  immediately  under  his  direction ;  and, 
if  he  plcafed  to  exercife  his  authority  over  them,  might  march,  «t 
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any  time,  ten  thoufand  of  them  even  to  the  City  of  London.    He 
then  fpoke  to  the  do6hine  of  retaliation,  a  doftrine  replete  with 
horror^  bloodjQied,  and  dcvaftation  of  the  human  race.     He  con- 
tehded,  as  a  principle  founded  on  the  law  and  cuftom  of  nations, 
that  any  French  fubjeft,  taken  in  arms  againft  his  country,  was 
liable  to  be  hanged ;  and  it  was  admitted  in  the  very  preamble  of 
the  bill,  that  they  were  fubje6ts  of  France.    If  any  of  tbefe  perfons 
were  taken  bearing  arms  againft  their  country  and  hanged,  (hould 
we  retaliate  againft  them,  by  putting  tp  death,  any  unfortunate 
Frenchman  that  might  be  fo  unhappy  as  to  fall  into  our  hands,  as 
the  vidlims  of  our  vengeance ;  or  as  the  noble  Lord  fi^gefled,  give 
him  up  to  the  French  in  our  pay,  to  treat  as  they  thought  fit  ?  Is 
it  probable  that  the  Frei^ch  would  confine  themfelves  to  fuch  French 
prifoners  as  they  might  take  f  Certainly  not.     Britons  would  be 
made  a  Sacrifice ;    and  once  this  fcene  of  carnage  commenccdji 
where  would  it  terminate  ?  We  fhoyild  recoUeft  that  we  all  have 
friends  and  relations  endeared  to  us  by  every  tie  that  binds  man  to 
man ;  we  know  not  how  foon  our  deareft  connexions  may  fall  a  fa- 
crifice  to  this  infernal  and  cruel  fyftem.     We  (hould  recoUeA  our 
gallant  Commander  in  Chief,  (General  O'Hara)  at  Paris,  in  what 
jfituation  we  place  him ;  we  (hould  recoUeft  that  the  fons  of  our 
Sovereign  are  employed  in  this  war,  and  might  become  the  vidlims 
of  this  barbarous  fyftem.     What  will  be  the  opinion  of  our  troops 
when  it  (hall  be  told  in  camp  that  not  only  Minillers,  but  even  their 
own  Generals  have  endeavoured  to  promote  a  fyftem  fo  deftru6Uvc 
and  barbarous,  that  indicated  fuch  want  of  feeling  and  aflFeflion 
with  refpeft  to  their  countrymen  employed  in  the  moft  honourable 
manner,  the  fervice  and  defence  of  their  country?  He  next  con^ 
tended,  that  the  feveral  powers  vefted  by  the  bill  were  incompatible 
with  the  grand  principles  of  our  Conftitution  ;  that  they  militated 
figainft  Magna  Charta,  the  Bill  of  Rights,  and  A£t  of  Settlement, 
for  which  reafon  he  (hould  oppofe  the  Speaker's  leaving  the  chair, 
as  nothing  could  be  done  in  the  Committee  that  could  make  the 
bill  a  good  or  defirable  one* 

Mr*  MONTAGU  approved  of  the  bill,  as  an  e(ficacious  mea- 
fure,  tending  to  an  almoft  immediate  peace,  and  without  any  dai^ 
to  the  Con(Htution,  More  force  might  be  obtained  by  embodying 
the  difcont^nted  French,  now  that  all  defcriptions  of  men,  fbiget- 
ting  their  former  differences,  were  difgufted  with  the  pref<pnt  rulersi 
than  from  our  allies.  The  very  circumft^nce  of  fuch  men  having 
no  ni^rcy  to  expeft  from  their  opponents  in  the  field,  would  mak« 
them  more  true  to  us.  If  we  Iwd  loft  one  ally,  which,  however, 
he  did  not  believe,  the  nK>re  reafon  was  there  to  look  for  other  ^Uioft* 
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Retaliation  in  war  was  partly  matter  of  right,  partly  matter  of  ex- 
pediency. Men  went  to  war  with  the  intention  of  killing  one  ano* 
thcr,  and  if  they  fpared  prifoncrs,  it  was  only  on  the  fuppofition  of 
mutual  convenience.  In  various  inftances  of  civil  wars,  the  idea 
of  mutual  convenience  had  prevailed  over  the  notion  of  right,  and 
prifoners  had  been  fpared  on  both  fides. .  Such  might  be  the  cafe  in 
the  prefent  war.  The  reftoration  of  the  old  dcfpotifm  of  France, 
if  he  had  not  heard  it  exprefsly  difclaimed  by  Minifters,  he  had  too 
much  confidence  in  thdr  good  fenfe,  to  believe  to  be  their  obje<^« 
There  wais  no  forcing*  back  the  river  to  its  fource,  or  flopping  the 
tide  of  the  ocean.  A  new  defpotifm  worfe  than  the  old  mi^t  fuc- 
ceed  under  the  iron  hand  of  an  ufurper,  but  the  old  could  not  be  re* 
ftored.  Gentlemen  on  the  other  fide  know  well  that  the  objeS  of 
Minifters  was  a  fafe  and  fpeedy  peace. 

Major  MAITLAND  faid,  he  had  only  flated  what  all  the 
world  knew,  that  the  King  of  Pruffia  had  declared  his  feceffion  to 
the  States  of  the  Empire.  What  ciFedl  the  offers  made  to  him  by 
Minifters  might  have,  he  pretended  not  to  know. 

Mr.  STANLEY  thought  that  nothing  could  be  more  defirable 
than  de(hx>ying  the  prefent  defpotifm  in  France ;  and  that  nothing 
could  more  conduce  to  it  than  embodying  all  the  opponents  of  that 
defpotifm. 

Mr.  EAST  faid,  that  the  honourable  gentlemen  on  tlie  oppoGte 
fide  had  promifed  to  fupport  the  war,  if  it  once  commenced,  with 
their  utmofl  efforts,  and  now  it  had  commenced,  they  feized  every 
opportunity  to  retra6\  that  promife  by  their  open  and  flagrant  abufc 
of  it.  It  had  been  afked  on  a  former  evening,  why  the  prefent 
qucftion  was  not  brought  forward  earlier  in  the  fefTion  ?  to  which  he 
W)uld  reply,  that  the  longer  the  war  continued,  the  greater  the  facri- 
fices  which  were  to  be  made,  and  the  greater  the  neceflity  for  new 
expedients  to  conclude  it. 

Mr.  SHERIDAN  declared,  that  underftanding  there  were  very 
eonfiderable  amendments  intended  to  be  introduced  in  the  Com- 
mittee, he  ihould  defer  any  further  oppofition  till  he  fhould  have  an 
opportunity  of  judging  of  the  bill.  At  the  fame  time,  that  he  was 
iteady  to  fay,  that  in  his  opinion,  nothing  could  make  the  bill  palat- 
able, let  the  amendments  be  what  they  may. 

General  SMITH  fpoke  in  favour  of  the  bill. 

Mr.  DENT  faid,  that  if  the  French  emigrants,  who  had  been 
fo  liberally  fupported  by  fubfcriptlons  in  this  country,  did  not  enlift 
when  an  opportunity  was  offered  them,  they  ought  to  be  fent  out 
rfit,  2 
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The  Houfe  divided  on  the  itiotion  for  refcAving  into  a  Com- 
mittee, 

Ayes,   130;         Noes,  2S. 
,  The  Houfe  then  refolved  into  the  Committee  ;  and  in  the  iirft 
claufe  it  was  propofed  by  Minifters  to  fubftitute  for  the  words  "  fub- 
jects  of  France,"  the  words,  "  fubjefts  of  the  late  Moft  Chriftian 
King.- 

Mr.  SHERIDAN  and  Mr.  Fox  contended  againft  the  Chancel- 
lor of  the  Exchequer  and  the  Solicitor  General,  that  this  was  a  mere 
cvafion  to  get  rid  of  acknowledging  in  words,  what  had  been  ac- 
knowledged in  fa6l,  viz.  the  exifting  Government  of  France.  The 
amendment  was  adopted.  A  converfation  took  place  on  the  different 
daufes,  in  wliich  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  J^ir.  Fox, 
Mr.  Slieridan,  Major  Maitland.  Mr.  W.  Smith,  Mr.  Whitbrcad, 
Mr.  Secretary  Dundas,  the  Attorney  and  Solicitor  General, 
Mr.  Stanley,  Mr.  Ea'l,  Sir  William  Young,  and  others,  took  a 
part ;  various  amendments  were  propofed,  fome  of  wliich  were 
agreed  to,  and  others  rcjcsSed :  on  the  laft  claufe^  an  amendment 
was  propofed  by  Major  Maitland,  to  make  tlie  bill  an  annual  bill, 
which  produced  a  few  words  from  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer, Mr.  Sheridan,  and  Major  Maitland,  upon  which  the  Houfe 
divided. 

For  the  amendment,   17;    Againft  it,  78.     Majority,   61. 

The  bill  being  gone  through,  the  report  was  ordered  to  be  re- 
ceived to-morrow. 

Tuejdajy    I  ^th  April 

Mr.  MAINWARING  moved>  that  the  order  of  the  day,  for 
referring  to  a  Committee  of  the  whole  Houfe  the  bill  for  enforcing 
a  due  obfcrvance  of  the  fabbath,  might  be  read  :  which  being  done 
accordingly,  and  the  motion  being  made,  **  that  the  Speaker  do 
leave  the  Chair.'* 

Mr.  JOLIFFE  faid,  that  there  were  fome  parts  of  the  bill  to 
which  he  had  the  iirongcfl:  objcdions,  and  which  he  imagined  th« 
Houfe  wx)uld  hardly  agree  to  enaft  into  a  law.  As  thofe  cfcjedtion- 
able  parts  were  fo  obvious  that  no  one  could  fail  to  fee  them,  he 
hopal  they  would  be  givefi  up. 

Mr.  COURTENAY  faid,  he  objefted  to  the  whole  of  the  bill; 
to  fome  parts  of  it,  as  being  unneceflary  ^,  and  to  others,  as  being  in 
tlieir  tendency  pofitively  mifchievous.  He  pronounced  it  to  be  a 
bill  to  encourage  informers,  and  to  hold  up  rewards  to  profligate 
low-minded  men,  and  invite  them  to  injure  and  difturb  the  well- 
being  of  their  fellow-citizens.     Of  all  the  chara<fters  that  die  uni- 
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verfal  confent  of  mankind  had  gibbeted  up  to  cvcrlafting  infamy, 
that  of  the  infcrmer  was  the  moft  confplcuoufly  infamous ;  and  by 
the  prefent  bill,  if  it  fhould  pafs  into  a  law,  the  gi*eat  Senate  of  a 
great  nation  was  holding  out  a  fyftem  of  encouragement  to  the  needy 
and  unprincipled  man  to  become  that  infamous  charadler,  and  to 
fupply  means  for  his  vices  by  the  fpoUation  of  the  unfufpicious  and 
unguarded. .  He  called  it  a  puritanical  bill,  which  profelFcd  a  great 
care  for  religion,  but  was  repugnant  to  the  cffential  principles  of 
chriftianity,  and  which  leaned  its  whole  weight  on  the  poor,  depriv- 
ing them  of  the  only  comfortable  meal  they  could  eat  in  die  week ; 
while  it  left  the  rich  to  play  at  cards,  and  enjoy  every  paftime,  how^ 
ever  vicious^  in  breach  of  the  fabbath,  uncontroulcd  and  unpu«* 
niflied ;-  and  he  would  therefore  divide  the  Houfe  on  tlic  queftion. 

Sir  JAMES  SANDERSON  denied  the  conftruaion  put  on  the 
bill  by  Mr.  Courtenay,  and  laid,  that  it  gave  as  great  a  latitude  as 
was  neceffary  to  accommodate  the  poor,  by  leaving  the  bakers  at 
liberty  to  bake  from  nine  to  one  o'clock,  and  to  deliver  the  articles 
baked  till  two. 

Mr.  WILBERFORCEfaid,  that  he  thought  it  was  hardlj  ne- 
ceffary for  him  to  remind  the  Houfe,  that  by  the  eftabli(hed  Confu- 
tation, religion  made  a  part  of  the  law  of  the  land. — Hp  did  not 
therefore  expcdl  that  fuch  obfervations  as  had  fallen  from  the  lio- 
nourable  gentleman  (Mr.  Courtenay)  would  have  been  thrown  out 
in  that  Houfe. — ^Regarding  religion  even  as  a  mertly  political  infti- 
tution,  he  would  fay,  that  that  man  was  no  friend  to  fociety,  no 
friend  to  the  policy  of  the  country,  who  would  (hake  that  religion, 
by  taking  away  its  great  fubftratum,  the  periodical  weekly  memorial 
of  its  exiftence,  and  confounding  Sunday  with  tlic  other  days  of  the 
week.  By  the  honourable  gentleman's  argument,  it  fhould  fecm 
that  he  would  have  buying  and  felling  carried  on  on  the  fabbath  day, 
acircumftance  which,  if  it  took  place,  could  not  fail  to  eradicate  all 
refpedl  for  religion  from  the  breafts  of  the  people,  and  bring  on  all 
thofe  confequent  mifchiefs,  for  a  defcription  of  which  he  referred 
the  Houfe  to  the  calamities  of  a  neighbouring  country. 

Mr.  .MAINWARING  faid,  that  he  was  convinced  the  honour- 
able gentleman  (Mr.  Courtenay)  had  not  attentively  coniidered  the 
daufc  alluded  to,  or  he  could  not  have  given  it  the  interpretation  he 
had  done  ;  and  requefted  therefore  that  he  would  allow  the  bill  to- 
go  into  a  Committee. 

Mr.  COURTENAY  agreeing  to  this  rcquiCtion,  the  Houfe' 
went  into  the  Committee.^     Wher^  that  part  of  the  claufe  was  read 
which  gives  Magiflrates  a  difcrettipnary  power  to  pay  informers  their 
cxpences  over  and  above  their  fhari;  of  the  per^Jty,  it  was  warmly 
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oppofed  by  Mr.  Courtenay,  Mr.  Mufley  and  Mr.  JolifFe,  and  a» 
warmly  fupportcd  by  Mr.  Mainwaring,  Mr.  Eaft,  and  Sir  William 
Scott.  At  length.  Sir  James  Sanderfon  giving  it  as  his  opinion 
that  the  provifions  of  the  bill  might  poflibly  be  carried  into  cfFe<^ 
without  it,  th€  claufe  was  agreed  to  be  left  out. 

Mr.  JOLrlFFE  moved,  that  the  operation  of  the  bill  (hould  be 
confined  to  a  diftance  of  five  miles  from' London  ;  when  it  being  fug-^ 
gefted  that  fuch  an  alteration  required  the  moft  grave  and  deliberate 
confideration,  it  was  agreed  that  Mr.  JolifFe  fliould  referve  his 
amendment  to  the  bringing  up  of  the  report,  or  the  third  reading,  and 
that  in  the  mean  time  the  bill  (hould  go  through  the  Committee  ; 
which  was  accordingly  done,  and  reported  to  the  Houfe. 

fFednefdayt    1 6ih  April 

On  reading  the  rep6rt  of  the  bill  for  the  further  prevention  of  de- 
lays in  the  election  of  Members  to  ferve  in  Parliament, 

Mr.  FOX  obferved,  he  was  a  friend  to  the  bill  as  far  as  it  went ; 
it  provided  for  the  mode  of  taking  the  oaths  of  Ele^rs  ;  that  was 
right ;  but  the  bill  in  his  opinion  did  not  go  fer  enough ;  he  wi(hed 
that  the  whole  of  what  was  called  the  long  oath  (hould  be  omitted 
at  all  future  eleftidns.  Having  (hewn  the  abfurdity  of  admirtiftcring 
that  oath  on  fuch  occafions,  he  moved  that  the  bill  fliould  be  re- 
committed for  the  purpofe  of  ftriking  it  out  of  the  bill.  The  mo- 
tion pafTed,  and  the  bill  was  ordered  to  be  recommitted  on  Monday 
the  28th  of  April  inftant. 

Mr.  SHERIDAN  gave  notice  that  he  (hould,  on  the  firft  open 
day  after  the  holidays,  move  for  leave  to  bring  in  a  bill  to  put  the 
Roman  Catholics  and  DUTenters  of  this  country,  at  leaft,  on  a  footing, 
as  to  teOs,  with  the  foreigners  about  to  be  employed  in  thefervicc  of 
this  country  in  the  prefcnt  war ;  and  he  really  wiflied,  he  faid,  that 
Minifters  would  take  this  into  their  moft  ferious  confideration,  and 
hoped  there  would  not  be  a  diflfenting  voice  to  that  propofition. 

On  reading  the  order  of  the  day  for  taking  into  confideration  the 
report  of  the  bill  to  enable  fubjedls  of  his  late  Cliriftian  Majcfty  to 
cnlift  in  the  fervice  of  this  country,  on  the  Continent,  &c. 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  moved  an  amendment — 
"  Provided  always  that  every  perfon  who  (hall  enlift  as  a  foldier  (hall 
be  attefted  in  fuch  manner  as  His  Majefty  (hall  diredl,  in  his  arti^ 
cles  of  war  ^  and  (hall  take  fuch  oath  of  his  fidelity  during  his  con- 
.tinuance  in  His  Majcfty's  fervice."  This  produced  a  converfation ; 
Mr.  Sheridan,  Mr.  Fax,  Mr.  Taylor,  and  Mr-  Grey,  contending 
that  the  form  of  the  oath  (hould  be  fettled  by  Parliament :  the  Attor- 
ney Gener;d»   Mr.  Ryder^   Mr.   Dundas,  Sir  William  Young, 
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Lord  Mu^rave,  and  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  contending 
it  ought  to  be  left  to  His  Majefty  to  be  fettled  under  the  articles  of 
war. 

The  queftion  being  put  on  the  words,  as  moved  by  the  Attorney 
General, 

Mr.  FOX  faid,  he  had  endeavoured  for  fome  time  in  vain  to 
underftand  the  real  meaning  of  a  great  deal  of  what  he  had  heard 
from  gentlemen  on  the  other  fide  of  the  Houfe  on  this  fubjeA ;  but 
he  thought  he  had  at  laft  been  able  to  difcover  the  drift  of  their  in- 
tenti<xis.  This  amendment  of  the  learned  gentleman,  was  in 
reality  to  exempt  the  Officers  to  be  employed  in  this  fervice,  from  the 
cffedl  of  the  Teft  Aft.  He  had  no  obje£Hon  whatever  to  that  ex- 
emption ;  he  wifhed  that  the  operation  of  the  Teft  A6t  (hould  be 
done  away  altogether ;  but  he  thought  it  would  have  been  but  fair 
and  candid  to  ftate  the  inconvenience  of  applying  the  Teft  Aft  to 
thefe  perfons :  that  however  would  have  put  Minifters  under  a. 
dilemma,  for  it  might  appear  a  little  abfurd  to  give  up  the  Teft  Aft, 
with  refpeft  to  this  corps  in  general,  and  yet  to  continue  its  applica- 
tion to  all  the  Catholics  and  Diffenters  in  this  country. 

Mr.  Chancellor  PITT  faid  the  general  policy  of  the  Teft  Aft 
applied  to  perfons  holding  offices  of  truft  within  this  kingdom. 
This  was  a  corps  to  be  employed  out  of  the  kingdom :  this  was  a 
diftinftion  which  the  right  honourable  gentleman  had  confounded. 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL'S  amendment  was  adopted. 

Mr.  SHERIDAN  then  propofed  an  amendment,  that,  inftead 
of  the  bill  being  in  force  during  the  prcfent  war,  it  ftiould  continue 
only  for  one  year.  He  obferved  that  His  Majefty  had  no  power  to 
contimie  in  his  fervice  his  own  fubjefts  longer  than  one  year,  and 
that  this  was  always  under  the  provifion  of  the  Mutiny  bill.  He 
few  no  reafon  whatever,  on  the  contrary  he  faw  much  danger,  that 
the  power  of  the  Crown  fliould  be  more  extenfive  with  regard  to  the 
employment  of  foreigners  in  the  Britifh  fervice.  The  objcft  of  tho 
war  was  now  defined  by  Minifters  to  be  that  of  the  deftruftion  of 
the  prefent  form  of  Government  of  France,  and  the  eftabliftiment 
of  order,  morality,  and  religion  in  that  country.  It  might,  perhaps, 
he  difcovered  that  we  (hould  not  be  able  to  efFeft  that  without  em- 
ploying 500,000  men,  and  by  this  bill  the  number  was  indefinite. 
He  would  then  afk,  whether  any  vote  of  credit  that  Houfe  ever  gave 
to  the  Crown  was  fo  extenfive  as  this  ?  He  would  alk  gentlemen 
what  anfwer  they  had  to  give  to  their  conftituents  if  they  (hould  de-^ 
mand  to  know  how  the  power  of  the  purfe  of  this  country  Iteod  ? 
Were  they  not  bound  to  confcfs  that  the  whole  of  it  was  entirely 
given  up  to  the  difcretion  of  the  Executive  Power  ?  And  although 
Vol.  XXXVni.  Z 


tft^  PARLIAMENTARY  A.  1794^ 

the  bill  wa3  filont  as  to  the  half-pay  of  all  thofe  who  (bould  a£t  under 
this  bill,  yet  it  might  turn  out  in  the  event,  that  although  they  had 
no  claim  upon  this  cbuntry  according  to  the  letter  of  the  a<ft ;  yet, 
like  the  American  Loyalifts,  they  might  have  an  inefiftrblc  claim 
on  our  msgnanimity,  gencrofity,  and  even  juftice.     Befides,  after 
we  had  fucceeded  (which  by  the  way  might  be  many  years  hence) 
in  the  glorious  caufe  of  eftablifhing  a  Government  in  France,  the 
conteft  might  be  changed  into  a  fquabble  for  indemnification,  and 
an  attempt  to  partition  France,  in  which  pcrfons  afting  under  tliiy 
bill  could  not  poffibly  affift.     He  iirgcd  many  other  ai^guments  in 
favour  of  his  amendment ;  th^  great  obje6l  of  which  was  to  keep 
in  the  hands  of  that  Houfe,  what  they  always  ought  to  have  for  the 
benefit  of  the  people,  the  power  of  the  public  purfe. 

Sir  WILLIAM  YOUNG  contended  that  men  would  not  enlift 
under  the  bill  if  it  were  limited  to  one  year, 

Mr.  M.  ROBINSON  could  not  agree  to  give  tich  a  wound  to 
the  Conftitution,  as  he  thought  the  bill  muft  give,  without  dw 
amendment  now  propofed. 

Mr.  BAKER  wondered  that  Minifters,  who  were  refponfible 
for  the  whole  meafure,  fliould  ofiir  no  defence  for  fo  extraordinary 
a  claufe,  efpccially  after  fuch  convincing  arguments  had  been  urged 
for  the  amendment.  He  was  a  friend  to  the  bill,  as  for  as  it  went 
to  enabling  His  Majefty  to  employ  Frenchmen  on  the  continent  j 
but  he  could  not  fupport  it  at  the  expence  of  the  Conftitution. 

The  Earl  of  INCHIQU IK  faid,  it  was  the  praSice  of  oppo- 
sition, who  had  pledged  themfelves  to  fupport  the  war,  to  oppofc, 
by  cavils  and  quibbles,  every  meafure  for  carrying  it  on.  Not 
that  they  had  any  folid  arguments,  but  hints  were  every  day  thrown 
out  which  did  mifchief  out  of  doors,  where  fuch  topics  ought  not  t2> 
be  difcuffed,'  and  which  ought  not  to  be  fufiered. 

Mr.  GREY  faid,  he  had  expeded  that  the  noble  Lord  who  at 
ferted  that  oppofition  had  no  arguments,  would  have  produced  fom« 
'of  his  own*  Their  fpeeches,  the  noble  Lord  thought,  fliould  bt 
reftrained,  becaufe  they  produced  ill  effefta ;  the  time,  however, 
was  not  yet  come  when  a  propofition  to  I'eftrain  the  freedom  of  de- 
bate was  likely  to  be  much  reliflied.  In  what  inftance  had  they  op* 
pofed  the  neceflary  and  conftitutional  fupplies  for  carrying  on  th« 
•war?  An  unconftitutional  meafure  he  fhould  always oppofe,  even 
when  intended  to  promote  a  defirable  end.  Belides>»  the  amend- 
ment, while  it  rendered  tlie  bill  more  conformable  to  conftitu- 
tional principles,  did  not  render  it  lefs  efl^iftual  for  its  intended 
purpofe* 
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The  £ail  of  INCfllQUIN  faid  he  alhided  onljr  to  the  fcditious 
fflcedi^  up  and  down  the  country. 

Mr.  CANNING  faid,  that  the  raifing  of  an  army  for  a  longer 
period  than  a  year,  was  not  unprecedented,  and  inftanced  the  cafe 
of  the  troops  in  the  Eaft  Indies,  and  the  volunteer  corps  in  the  pre^ 
fentwar;  and  he  thought  he  hardly  need  remind  gentlemen  on  the 
other  fide,  of  thofe  raifed  in  1782,  which  were  limited  to  the  dura-* 
tion  of  the  war.  One  obje<^ion  to  its  being  annual  he  thou^t  tO 
be  this,  that  few  would  hazard  entering  ajtid  going  to  the  continent 
on  fo  very  ftiort  a  period  of  provifion. 

Mr.  JEKYLL  faid,  a  bill  for  raiiing  an  anomalous  army  was 
sttj  properly  fupported  by  anomalous  arguments.  The  explana« 
tion  of  a  noble  Lord  was  as  irrelevant  to  his  fpecch,  as  his  fpeecH 
was  to  the  queftion  before  the  Houfe.  He  argued  in  favour  of  ibt 
^jamendment. 

Sir  WILLIAM  MILNER  faid,  he  approved  of  the  amend- 
ment from  no  difpofition  to  cavil.  When  he  differed  from  Mini- 
ftcrs  on  any  fubjedt  relating  to  the  war,  he  differed  from  thofe 
from  whom  he  had  learned  his  political  opinions,  with  whom  'he 
had  lived,  and  with  whom  it  gave  him  pain  to  differ.  When  the 
bill  was  firfl  propofed,  he  was  under  fomc  difJficulty  in  forming  his 
opinion.  He  thought  it  reafonable  that  the  emigrants  (hould  be  em- 
ployed in  fighting  what  was  more  their  own  caufe  than  ours ;  but 
then  they  were  men  of  fuch  oppofite  defcriptions.  Many  of  them 
had  fled  from  their  own  country,  becaufe  they  could  bear  nothing 
but  the  old  fyftem  of  French  Governmcnt-^a  fyftcm  which  no  man 
in  this  c<Hintty  could  wifh  to  fupport. 

The  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  faid,  tliat  die  reafon  of  mak- 
ing  die  Mutiny  bill  annual,  appeared  to  be,  becaufe  it  was  thought 
unfit  t©  truft  the  articles  of  war  made,  9r  that  might  be  made  by 
His  Majeftjs  for  the  Government  of  troops  within  the  kingdom, 
longer  than  a  year ;  but  this  did  not  apply  to  troops  that  were  to 
be  employed  abroad. 

Mr.  SHERIDAN  faid,  the  Mutiny  bill  for  the  King's  troops 
in  India  was  annual.  It  was  only  for  the  Company's  troops  that 
it  was  permanent.  The  volunteer  corps  propofed  to  be  raifed  for 
the  internal  defence  of  the  country,  were  as  much  under  the  An- 
nual Mutiny  bill  as  the  regular  troops  ;  and  if  it  (hotrld  be  fuffered 
to  expire,  they  might  be  very  refpedtable  gentlemen  in  red  coau^ 
but  they  would  be  no  longer  foldiers. 

The  Houfc  divided  on  the  amendment. 

Ayes,  29  ;       Noes,   128. 
Za 
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Mr.  SHERIDAN  pmpofed  a  claufe  to  limit  the  number  of  per- 
fons  enlifted  under  the  aft,  which  ihall,  on  any  pretence,  be  widi- 
in  the  kingdom  at  anyone  time,  to  5,000,  which  was  adopted. 

The  report  being  gone  through,  the  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read 
a  third  time,  to-morrow,  if  engrofled. 

Mr.  FOX  faid,  he  had  oppofed  the  bill  in  every  ftage :  it  did 
not  appear  to  be  rendered  Icfs  objeftionable  than  when  firft  intro- 
duced, and  he  (hould  agadn  oppofe  it  on  the  third  reading. 

The  Houie  adjourned. 

Thur/day,    I  ph  April. 

Mr.  GREY  prefented  a  petition  from  the  debtors  confined  in 
Mwpsth  gaol,  praying  for  relief.     He  availed  himfelf  of  the  op- 
portiunity  of  faying  a  few  words  relative  to  the  propofal  which  he 
had  made  on  the  fubjeft  of  perfons  confined  for  debt,  in  a  former 
fcffion.     After  the  difappointment  of  that  propofal,  he  confeffed 
that  be  entertained  fmall  hopes  of  being  fucccfsful  on  any  fubfequent 
one.     Bcfides,   the  fubjed  had  been  taken  up  in  another  Houfe, 
and  the  Judges  had  been  ordered  to  prefent  a  report  upon  it.     The 
report,  he  trofted,  would  fron  appear,  and  he  hoped  that  the  relief 
extended  to  the  unfortunate  perfons  would  not  be  alone  temporary, 
.  but  that  it  would  be  radical,  efFeftual,  and  permanent.     The  pe- 
tition was  brought  up  and  read. 

Tjie  bill  for  empowering  His  Majefty  to  enlift  Frenchmen  was 
xead  a  tliird  time  ;  and  on  the  queftion  being  put,  *^  That  the  bill 
do  pafs,'* 

Mr.  HARRISON  faid,  as  a  guardian  of  the  public  purfehe 
could  not  confent  to  place  confidence  in  His  Majefty's  Minifters 
tp  the  extent  required  by  the  pipfefcnt  bill,  even  modified  and  amend- 
ed as  it  had  been  the  preceding  night.     It  was,  in  his  opinion, 
imprudent,  unconftitutional,  and  dangerous  to  the  liberties  of  the 
•country  to  embody  and  fallen  in  its  bofom,  an  army  compofed  of 
cipigrants  from  a  country  which  had  forages  been  confidered  as. our 
natural   enemy*     The  fevere  meafures  which  Government  had 
found  it  expedient  to  adopt  for  the  regulation  of  thofe  perfons  refi- 
dent  in  this  kingdom,  were  fufficient  to  eftablifh  that  their  object 
was  inimical ;  and  yet  the  remnants,  who  perhaps  had  the  addrefs 
•  to  elude  the  vigilance  of  the  ftatute,  were  now  to  be  defenders  of 
thofe  liberties  which  ought  to  be  entrufted  folely  to  nations  who  had 
afh  intereft  in  their  prefer vation.      If,  for  the  fupport  of  the  war, 
Minifters  were  driven  to  fuch  defperate  expedients,  he  trufted  their 
condudl  would  open,  the  eyes  of  the  people,  and  induce  them  to  dc- 
marid  an  immediate  peace.      It  had  been  urged  with  great  plaufi- 
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bility  by  an  honourable  gentleman  (Mr.  Burke)  that  we  mud  cither 
fuccecd  in  the  war,  or  incur  all  the  calamities  of  France.  Thit 
dodh^ne  was  calculated  to  delude,  and  like  the  evanefcent  blaxc  of 
a  meteor,  for  a  moment  to  dazzle  the  eyes  of  the  people.  Having 
already  dated  the  greuiids  on  which  he  had  hitherto  oppofed  this 
war,  which  he  would  everconftder  as  unjuft  and  ilnneceffary,  he 
fliould  now  objeft  to  this  mode  of  protradling  it,  \>y  fcfiffing  the 
bill  in  its  prefent  ftagc. 

Mr.  FOX  faid,  I  really  intreat  the  pardon  of  the  Members  of  this 
Houfe  for  troubling  them  on  a  fubjedt,  on  whidi  it  appears  that 
their  minds  are  already  made  up;  but  I  feel  an  irreiiftiblc  impulfe 
to  deliver  my  fentiments,  on  a  bill  of  fo  great  importance,  that  if 
carried  into  pra6tice  on  thofe  principles  that  have  been  laid  down,  it 
will  probably  produce  confequences  infinitely  more  alarming  than 
any  that  could  have  been  produced,  if  no  meafure  of  the  kind  had 
been  adopted.     When  the  bill  was  introduced  into  the  HoUfe,  I 
requefted  that  the  grounds  and  caufes  of  its  adoption  might  be  ftated. 
My  requeft  was  not  complied  with  j  and  now  in  the  laft  ftage  of  th# 
bill,  my  diftrefs  and  difficulty  are  equally  as  great  as  they  were  in 
the  firft.     Several  objeftions  indeed  have  been  ui^ged ;   and  thefe 
have  received  difcuffion.     But  I  know  of  no  one  Member  who  has 
mounted  up  to  ori^nal  principles  on  the  fubjedt.     In  a  former  dc* 
bate  it  was  Aated,  that  great  advantages  muft  refult  from  the  em-*- 
ployment  of  men  who  are  fighting  for  their  lives*     It  was  alfo 
flated,  that  the  property  of  England  is  identified  with  that  of  the 
emigrants ;  and  that  if  the  property  of  the  latter  were  not  refh>red» 
the  property  of  every  perfon  in  this  kingdom  would  be  no  longer  fe- 
cure.     This  I  acknowledge  is  the  only  fair  and  manly  argument 
that  has  been  ufed  ;  but  at  leaft»it  muft  be  allowed  that  it  is  a  new 
argument.     Before  the  war  was  entered  into,  I  certainly  did  oppofe 
it  on  grounds  which  I  ftated  at  that  time,  and  which  I  ftill  main- 
tain, were  folid  and  fubftantial.     My  oppofition,  however,  to  the 
war  did  rwt  prevent'  me  from  aflbrding  it  my  fupport  after  it  was 
commenced.     But  in  what  manner  was  it  to  be  fupported  ?"    By 
fleets,  annies,  and  money.     Any  other  means  could  not  certsdnly 
come  within  my  contemplation.     At  the  commencement  of  the 
war,  the  caufe  was  ftated  to  he  the  aggreftion  committed  by  France 
upon  Holland,  and  her  interference  in  the  navigation  of  the  Scheldt. 
I  undoubtedly  conceived  that  this  a^effion  might  have  been  th« 
fubjeft  of  negociation,  and  that  it  might  have  been  difcuffed  in  ano- 
ther  manner  than  that  which  was  adopted.    But  at  that  time,  there 
was  not  even  the  flighteft  hint  of  an  intention  to  interfere  in  ihe 
Government  of  France,  except  to  confider  how  far  fecurity  ought  to 
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be  obtained  from  fuch  a  Govomment.     But  die  idea  of  treating 
with  it  was  not  abandoned,  nor  was  it  contended  by  any  peribrii 
HcaX  the  mere  objedlion  of  the  Government  being  in  the  hands  of 
particular  perfons,  was  fuiBcient  to  prevent  a  negociation  for  peace 
with  Ihem.     Had  fuch  an  argument  been  ufed  at  that  time,  I  do 
not  believe  that  the  wax  would  have  received  tliat  fiq)port  which  i( 
{las  received.     I  therefore  do  complain  for  the  people  of  England, 
that  we  were  led  into  tfie  war  on  one  pretence,  and  that  the  war  has 
beenirarried  on  on  another.    I  am  willing  to  allow  that  the  aggref- 
fions  might  be  a  juft  caufe  of  war ;  but  I  contend  that  the  interfe- 
rence  in  the  Government  (rf  other  nations  is  unjuft,  and  perfcdly 
iniquitous — ^that  it  is  againft  the  law  pf  nations,  and  that  it  it 
|K>t  to  be  found  in  the  works  of  any  author  who  has  written  upon 
the  fubjeft.     By  ei^ging  emigrants,  you  infufe  into  the  minds  rf 
thefe  unfortunate  men,  an  idea  that  your  determination  is  to  attempt 
the  overthrow  of  the  French  Government.     And  here  I  muft  ex- 
prefs  my  compaffion  for  the  fufFerings  of  thefe  perfons.     Though  I 
blame  part  of  their  Gonduft,  and  diffent  from  many  of  their  opini- 
ons, yet,  that  diffent  does  not  weaken  that  fympathy  and  pily  which 
I  feel  for  their  fituation.    Their  principles  ought  not  to  be  imputed 
to  them  as  crimes ;  for  I  coniider  toleration,  both  in  civil  and  reli- 
gious Government,  not  only  to  be  the  balis  on  which  the  haj^inefs 
of  men  refts,  but  that  it  is  the  foundation,  I  had  almoft  faid,  of 
almoft  all  the  virtues  in  the  world.    The  conduct  of  thefe  emi- 
grant$>  I  muft  confefs,  has  fully  proved,    that  they  do  adl  from 
principle.    There  is  no  way  in  which  this  war  can  be  confidered 
that  is  not  material !    I  ftiall,  however,  reduce  my  view  of  it  to 
two  points :    Fir  ft,  the  manner  in  which  peace  can  be  accelerated ; 
and,  fecond,  to  the  means  by  which  the  war  may  be  made  as  little 
bloody  as  is  confiftent  with  that  horrible  calamity.     To  the  manner 
in  which  the  war  is  carried  on,  I  have  to  objccS,  that  it  tends  to  make 
jt  longer,  more  bloody,  and  more  favage  ;  for  with  refpeft  to  its  du- 
ration, if  the  objed  firft  ftated,  of  reftoring  the  navigation  of  the 
Scheldt,  and  of  relieving  Holland,  had  been  adhered  to,  I  ftiould 
indeed  entertain  fanguine  hopes  of  the  fpeedy  termination  of  it. 
,  And  let  us  confider  how,  if  we  were  at  war  now  with  any  of  tlie 
Princes  of  the  Houfe  of  Bourbon,  the  capture  of  Martinico,  or  any 
of  the  other  French  Weft-India  iflands  would  bring  us  nearer  tQ 
/the  end  of  the  war,  becaufe  thofe  Princes  would  be  induced  to  make 
peace,  either  by  the  hope  of  recovering  thofe  iflands,  or  by  the  wirti 
^  preventing  other  iflands  from  fliaring  the  fame  fete.     Such  was 
the  caufe  of  the  peace  of  Fontainebleau  in  the  reign  of  Louis  XV. 
.  ^nd  of  the  peace  of  Paris  in  the  year  1783.     If  we  w^re  at  war  for 
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the  navigscdon  of  Ae  Scheldt,  every  viAory,  and  cvay  fucccfe, 
would  bring  us  nearer  to  peace.     But  all  thefe  confidcrations  are 
done  away,  and  are  of  no  avail  in  this  war,  which  is  not  for  the 
recovery  of  territory,  or  for  indemnification,  but  for  the  deftruc- 
tion  of  diat  Government  with  which  we  are  contending,     To  that 
Government  therefore,  die  lofs  of  one  iiland,  or  of  all  their  iflands^ 
can  affi)rd  no  argument  for  making  peace,  becaufe  the  perfons  ad- 
miniftering  that  Government,   know  that  you  are  endeavouring  to 
deftroy  even  their  exiftence.     It  may  be  faid,   diat  the  capture  of 
die  iflands  may  diminifh  the  attachment  of  the  people  to  the  Go* 
remment ;  will  any  one  contend  that  fuch  an  efle6t  is  now  to  be 
cxpeftcd !  or  is  there  one  man,  woman,  or  even  child  in  France, 
who,  having  borne  all  that  he  has  borne  within  the  bft  five  years» 
end  having  fuffered  all  the  horrors  which  have  deluged  France  with- 
in that  period^  will  be  induced  to  defert  the  Government,  merely 
for  the  lofe  of  an  ifland  in  the  Weft-Indies  ?     We  all  know  that 
when  the  mind  is  irritated  and  goaded,  remote  confequences  poifefs 
little  efFea.     What  then  is  the  refult  ?    Why,  that  if  you  had  ad- 
hered to  your  firft  objea>  every  advantage  would  have  led  yoa 
nearer  to  peace,  while  by  changing  that  obje6l,  and  byacfopting  a 
determination  to  overthrow  the  French  Government,  you  cannot 
terminate  the  war,  but  by  tlie  conqueft  of  Paris,  or  the  principal 
cities  in  France.     I  therefore  difapprove  of  the  bill,  becaufe  I  be- 
lieve fuch  a  conqueft  will  be  moft  difScult,  if  poiiible.     The  affef- 
tion  ufed  on  a  former  night,  that  to  conquer  Paris  was  to  fubdue 
Prance,  was  a  wife  one.     The  means  of  producing  this  effedt, 
viz.  by  takii^  all  the  fortified  towns,  were  perhaps  alfo  wife.  But 
thefe  arguments  only  tend  to  difcouragc  me ;  for  whoever  looks  at 
that,  which'  has  fo  well  been  called  the  iron  frontier  of  France, 
muftfee,  tfiat  the  labour  is  Herculean,  and  that  the  ftrength  ought 
alfo  to  be  Herculean.     I  have  been  taunted  about  fome  opinions  I 
expiefted  relative  to  the  vi<ftory  of  Jemappe.     Such  taunts  I  do  not 
mind.     It  ha&  been  aflced,  in  dcrifion,  Whether  it  was  fuch  a  glo- 
rious action  for  60,000  men  to  conquer  20,000— Sir,  let  us  not 
hold  the  military  charader  of  France  too  low.     I  have  read  the  de- 
claration of  the  King  of  Pruffia,  (in  which  he  fpeaks  of  the  mili- 
tary character  of  the  French,  whom  he  aflferts  to  be  "a  highly  po- 
pulous nation,  an  enemy  which  prcffes  forward  with  an  inianity  of 
fury,  approved  tadicks,  and  a  numerous  artillery." 

Experto  credite^  quantus 
In  clypeum  ajfurgatj  quo  turbine  torquiot  hafiem* 

In  the  defcription  which  this  dcdaiation  affords,  I  fee  notiWng  to 
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make  us  belie\T  that  the  conqueft  of  France  will  be  eafy.  At  the 
period  of  our  taking  poffeflion  of  Toulon,  we  pledged,  inconfide- 
rately,  and  unwifely,  I  think,  the  honour  of  this  countryi  to  re- 
ftore  the  conftitution  of  1789.  I  would,  Sir,  confider  well  before 
I  pledged  that  honour  in  a  caufe  which,  if  not  defperate,  is  at 
leaft  very  doubtful.  I  would  be  extremely  cautious  of  pledging  the 
honour  of  this  country  to  reftore  the  unfortunate  emigrants  to  their 
propert)'',  until  I  had  well  weighed  the  fubjedl,  and  had  difcovered 
that  the  pledge  would  probably  not  be  forfeited.  Having  thus 
(hewn  that  the  profpcdt  of  the  war  throws  the  profpefl  of  peace  at  a 
diftance,  I  (hall  enter  into  a  coniideration  of  the  operations  of  the 
war  whik  it  lafts.  I  am  fure  that  no  one  feels  more  fenfibly  than 
1  do  the  fufferings  of  the  people  of  France  and  of  Europe,  When 
we  hear  of  the  maflacres  of  individuals,  in  fuch  numbers  that  the 
memory  cannot  even  recoUeft  the  names  ;  when  we  contemplate  the 
{laughters  at  Lyons,  Marfeilles,  Bourdeaux,  and  Toulon,  I  am 
afraid  that  the  cfFedl  will  be  injurious  to  the  morals  of  all  Europe. 
I  am  not  of  the  fame  opinion,  Sir,  with  that  ftoic  philofc^her^  who 
•naintained  that  fympathy  and  foftnefs  of  heart  injured  the  caufe 
of  virtue.  On  the  contrary,  I  believe  that  they  do  more  good  to 
virtue  than  the  wifeft  precepts  of  the  wifeft  men.  There  are,  I 
conceive,  only  two  means  of  putting  a  period  to  the  prefent  calami- 
ties. Firft,  by  accelerating  peace,  which  I  hope  and  believe  will 
deftroy  that  favagenefs  which  now  difgraces  France  and  all  Europe ; 
and,  fecond,  by  publiihing  the  objeds  of  the  war,  which  might  alfo 
diminifh  that  ferocity.  If  any  one  could  wifh  to  put  a  country  in 
a  fituation  in  which  it  would  lofe  all  humanity  and  mercy,  I 
.  would  recommend  to  that  perfon  to  adopt  the  fame  mode  of  condud 
as  has  been  adopted  towards  France.  For,  Sir,  if  an  individual 
be  placed  in  a  fituation,  in  which,  abandoned  by  the  whole  world, 
he  finds  that  no  one  is  his  friend,  and  that  no  one  is  interefted  in 
his  happinefs,  he  mufi  become  a  mifanthrope  and  a  favage,  unlefs 
he  pofleflTes  a  mind  more  heroic  than  we  have  any  right  to  expcifl. 
I  would  now  alk,  whether  we  have  accurately  confidercd  the  ex- 
tent of  the  promife.  to  reftore  the  ancient  monarchy  of  France  ?  Do 
we  recolleft,  that  at  the  commencement  of  the  Revolution,  thp 
.  people  were  almcft  unanimoufly  averfe  to  that  Monarchy  ?  I  have 
heard,  indeed,  of  men  "  fitting  and  enjoying  fecurity  under  their 
own  fig-tree  ;*'  but  (hall  we  find  that  fecurity  in  the  old  Govern- 
ment of  France  ?  Could  property  be  faid  to  be  fafe,  unlefs  indeed 
jit  were  compared  with  the  fituation  of  property  at  prefent  ?  I  know 
it  has  been  faid  that  the  Government  of  France  was  "  a  mi%ated 
cibfolute  Monarchy."     Sir,  I  deny  this  from  experience  j^  I  con- 
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tend  that  it  was  moft  fierce  and  bar{)arous.     I  do  not  mean  to  com- 
pare the  fituation  of  the  people  at  that  time  with  the  fituation  of  the 
inhabitants  of  Holland,  of  die  United  States,  or  of  the  happy  Can> 
tons  of  Switzerland.     I  mean  to  compare  it  with  the  fituation  of 
the  people  of  Germany  and    Italy,  and  to  contend  that  it  was 
mod.  lamentable  indeed.     In  a  former  debate  on  this  bill,  I  heard 
it  afked,  Whether  if  the  emigrants  were  put  to  death,  you  would 
retaliate  ?  I  did  alfo  hear  the  reply  of  a  folitary  "  yes."     The  wit 
that  was  ufed  Upon  this  reply,  was,  in  my  opinion,  as  ill  timed  as 
it  was  inapplicable^     A  great  military  authority  faid,  that  the  cala- 
mitous effir^ts  which  were  apprehended  would  not  be  produced.     I 
rejoiced  at  this  afTertion  ;  but  I  believe  that  the  gallant  men  under 
the  Prince  of  Condc  were  all  put  to  death.      It  has  been  aiked,  whc« 
ther  we  ought,  by  the  threats  of  the  French,  to  be  bullied  out  of 
thofe  means  which  are  in  our  power  ?  Un.^oubtedly  not ;  but  let  us 
be  previoufly  certain  thefe  means  reft  upon  gpod  grounds  and  a  clear 
right..    The  opinion  which   I  am  about  to  fiate,  is,  like  manj 
other  <^  my  opinions,  perhaps  (ingular :  it  is,  that  war  ou^f  to  t« 
carried  on  as  mercifully  as  poflible,  without  any  regard  ta  perfons. 
I  cannot  find  this  opinion  either  in  books  or  in  the  pradice  of  £u« 
rope.     Let  us  look  to  our  own  hiftory,  and  to  times  called  good.^- 
We  have  had,  during  this  century,  two  rebellions.     Did  we  then 
reverence  this  merciful  maxim  i  Did  we  conlider  that  the  treafon  of 
every  man  was  done  away,  by  his  having  a  commiflion  from  a  fo* 
reign  power  ? — No!  Mr.  RatclifFe  offered  this  plea,  but  it  did  not 
avail  him.     If  the  French  were  to  land,  and  any  body  of  men  were 
(0  be  fo  lofl  to  all  love  of  their  country  as  to  join  them,  would  any 
one  be  pardoned  who  could  produce  a  commiffion  from  the  Con* 
vention  i  He  would  not.     In  the  prefent  queltion,  if  you  deter* 
mine  not  to  retaliate,  you  put  your  own  troops  into  a  moft  calami- 
tous fituation  ;  and  if  you  do  retaliate,  Good  God !  in  what  hor^ 
rors  would  Europe  be  involved !    What  has  produced  die  merciful 
manner  in  which  modern  wars  have  been  carried  on  ?  I  do  not  wifh 
to  take  from  the  efFe£l  of  the  mild  Chriftian  religion  ;  but  this  mer« 
cifiil  maimer  has  refulted  from  the  great  difference  between  the  ob« 
jcSts  of  the  ancient  and  modem  wars  :  modem  wars  have  generally 
had  the  a^quiiition  of  territory,  or  indemnification,  for  their  objedt ; 
but  the  wars  of  the  ancients  were  wars  of  extermination.     We.'^ll 
recoiled  the  Delenda  Carthago  ufed  in  the  Roman  Senate.     Athens 
conceived  that  it  was  proper  to  deftroy  the  Government  of  Sparta, 
and  the  Pcrfians  were  perfuaded  of  the  necefllty  of  extirpating  the 
Greeks.     To  thefe  wars,  the  civil  wars  of  modern  times  alone  af« 
ford  a  parallel,  becaufe  their  objeds  were  alio  to  produce  the^  dfi* 
Voj..  XXXVIII.  A  a 
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ftmSion  of  Governments  ;  and  this  is  the  reafon  why  they  arc 
lefs  merciful  and  mild  than  wars  waged  between  independent  Sove- 
reigns.    The  prefent  conteft  with  France  is   a  civil  contcft,   and 
force  the  acrimony  and  favagenefs  ivith  which  it  is  carried  on.     It 
is  not  my  intention  to  enter  at  length  into  the  internal  efFecls  of  this 
war,  though  it  may  be  well  worth  confidering,    that  the  cxpence  of 
all  former  wars  will  be  inconfiderable  when  compared  with  the 
prefcnt.     Of  French  principles,   I  believe  that  the  prevalence  in 
this  country  is  not  great.     But  they  have  produced  a  degree  of  ti- 
midit)^  in  fome  men's  minds,  and  have  rendered  others  callous.     If 
they  had  not  produced  thofe  cffeds,  if  men  had  not  been  intimidated 
by  the  exceffcs  of  the  French,  and  hardened  by  their  enormities, 
the  recent  opprcflive  fcntences  paffed  on  individuals,  (Meffrs.  Muir, 
Palmer,  Gerald,  Skirving,  and  Margarot)  would  not  have  been 
borne.     Three  years  ago  men  would  have  reprobated  fuch  enormous 
punifhments,  infliftcd  on  thofe  poffeffed  probably  of  good  hearts,  and 
whofc  offences  fo  very  nearly  rcfemble  the  virtues  of  other  men.     I 
think  ever)'^  event  that  has  happened,  affords  the  mod  afflicting  and 
gloomy  profpc6t.     When  the  end  will  be  accompliflied,  God  only 
knows  ;  but  I  contend  that  we  ought   to  accelerate  the  period  of 
peace  as  much  as  poffible,  and  to  make  the  war  as  little  bloody  and 
favage  as  we  can.      Let  us  conlider  too,  that  if  we  fucceed  in  feating 
Louis  XVII.    on' the  throne,  and   a  qucftion  of  indemnity   arifes, 
thcfe  French  troops  whom  we  liave  employed  will  then  take  part 
againft  us  ;  for  let  us  remember,  that  a  fpirit  of  patriotifm,  or, 
perhaps,  nationality,  has  always  been  more  ,  prevalent  in    France 
than  in  any  other  country  in  Europe.     But  fhould  wq  fail  in  our  at- 
tempts, and  fliould  we  be  forced  to  return  to  the  firft  abjeft  of  the 
war,  what  will  be  the  confequence  ?  We  fliall  be  obliged  to  be  the 
fad  fpedtators  of  the  ruin  we  have  occafioned — to  hear  the  emigrants 
reproach  us  with  tliis  expreffion,  "  We  depended  on  your  promifes, 
and  you  have  deceived  us  ;  we  relied  on  you  with  confidence,  and 
you  have  thus  prevented  us  from  ufing  any  endeavour  to  make  our 
peace  with  our  own  country!"^   We  Ihall  either  be  forced  to  caft 
them  to  the  wide  world,  or  to  burden  tlie  people  of  this  country  for 
their  maintenance  ;  a  burden  that  will  certainly  be  more  heavy  and 
lefs  juft  than  that  inflided  in  confequence  of  the  proteftion  afforded 
to  the  Loyalifts  in  the  American  war.     For  thefe  reafons,  I  muft 
give  my  decided  negative  to  the  prefent  bill. 

Mr.  DUNDAS  prefaced  his  reply,  with  acknowledging  his  ob- 
ligations to  the  right  honourable  gentleman,  for  his  oppofition  to 
the  bill  in  its  prefent  ftage,  becaufe  this  circumftahce  had  furnifhed 
him  with  an  opportunity  of  ftating,  (and  he  would  do  fo  in  the  moft 
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concife  manner)  his  fentiments  upon  the  meafurc  brought  forward 
at  this  time.     To  every  perfon  who  confidcred  the  fubjedt  with  at- 
tention, it  muft  appear  evident  that  the  bill  was  grounded  upon 
plain  and  obvious  prin(!iples,  and  required  indeed  no  other  elucidaT 
tion  than  a  fimple  appeal,  firft,  to  the  fources  of  the  war,  and  next, 
to  the  a£tual  ftate  of  the  enemy.     On  a  retrofpecl  of  events,  it 
muft  be  allowed,  that  Great  Britain  had  been  cautious  in  com- 
mencing hoftilities  ;  and,  indeed,  did  not  commence  them  till  fclf- 
dcfence  had  rendered  the  meafure  unavoidable.     Great  Britain,  in 
common  with  the  other  Governments  of  Europe,  beheld  with  a 
proper  anxiety  the  firft  progrefs  of  the  French  Revolution.     This 
event,  when  it  took  place,  was  more  properly  a  fubjeft  for  obfcr- 
vation,  originating  in  the  duty  of  prefcrving  our  own  .Conftitution 
and  dominions,  than  a  matter  of  pofitivc  alarm,  from  the  political 
innovations  which  had  taken  place  in  the  interior  of  France.      A 
ihort  period,  however,  had  only  elapfed,  when  what  at  firft  ap- 
peared to  be  a  partial  change  from  the  ancient  monarcy  aflumed  an 
afpeS  fo  formidable  to  neighbouring  nations,  that  every  man  of  a 
fober  and  deliberating  mind  took  an  alarm.^  .  It  was  not  now  a  li- 
mitation of  the  ancient  monarchical  form  of  Government,  but  a 
eonfpiracy  of  the  moft  profligate  and  ignorant  people  in  that  nation, 
againft  all  the  principles  of  fociety  and  religion,  againft  all  propcrtj', 
landed  or  commercial ;  and  this  eonfpiracy,  too,  formed  in  the 
center  of  Europe,  and  threatening,  in  profpcft,  the  fubverfion  of 
every  neighbouring  Government ;  a  eonfpiracy  made  up  of  men, 
equally  deftitute  of  principles  and  of  property,  who  had  every  thing 
to  gain  and  nothing  to  lofe  by  a  general  convulfion  in  Europe. 
His  Majefty's  Minifters  wifhed  for  nothing  more  than  a  fair  retro- 
fpcd  of  their  conduct  in  this  crifis.     On  the'one  hand,  they  had  to 
contemplate  the  rapid  profperity  of  the  Britifli  Empire,  the  flourifh- 
ing  ftate  of  our  revenues,  and  the  daily  increafing  extent  of  our 
manufadlures  and  commerce  ;  on  the  other  hand,  they  had  before 
tliem  the  devaftations,  external  and  internal,  with  which  the  French 
Anarchifts  were  threatening  Europe.      If  it  was  the  duty  of  the 
King's  Minifters  to  preferve  the  Empire  in  its  exifting  profperit)',  it 
was  not  Icfs  their  duty  to  prepare  themfelves  againft  the  approaches 
of  the  evils  which  threatened  us.    Hence  they  were  induced  to  paufc 
and  to  obferye.      They  were  determined  to  avoid  hoftilities,  unlefs 
the  fafety  of  our  allies  and  our  internal  fecurity  rendered  it  impofli- 
tlc.     The  period  of  hefitation  in  which  this  political  caution  could 
be  exercifed  was  indeed  but  ftiort.     The  French  dieclaration  of  war 
againft  us  terminated  it ;  a  war  not  declared  with  the  common  forms 
of  civilized  nations^  not  proceeding  upon  any  violation  of  exifting 
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treaties  on  our  part,  not  even  with  pretended  circumftances  of  ag- 
grcflion  by  us,  but  with  the  avowed  purpofe  of  carrying  their  neni^y- 
created  Conftitution,  and  the  anarchy  and  dcvaftation  upon  which  it 
refted,  over  all  the  kingdoms  and  ftates  of  poliftied  Europe ;  a  war, 
in  fine,  accompanied  with  fymptoms,  on  their  part,  of  malignity 
and  madnefs,  dangerous  to  individuals,  and  deftrudlive  to  ftates. 
Such  was  the  hQ.  at  the  declaration  of  the  war,  an  event  which 
ought  to  have  terminated  all  difference  of  opinion  in  this  country, 
fince  every  thing  the  Briti(h  nation  held  valuable,  life,  property, 
honour,  Conftitution,  and  national  refources,  were  at  ftake.     It 
had  been  matter  of  furprife,  therefore,  fince  that  period,  to  find 
that  one  man  could  exift,  who  pretended  to  candour,  to  common 
fenfe,  or  to  reputation,  who  could  either  juftify  our  enemies,  or 
have  a  fecond  opinion  on  the  fubjeft,  whatever  he  might  have 
thought  previous  to  that  event.     Mr.  Dundas  admitted,  that  the 
French  affairs  at  the  beginning  of  the  revolution,  bore  fuch  an  afped,- 
that  diflferences  of  opinion  refpefting  them  prevailed ;  it  was  refervcd 
for  the  illuminated  and  comprehenfive  mind  of  Mr.  Burke  alone, 
to  forefee  what  muft  be  its  fatal  and  neceftary  confequences :  he  had 
even  then,  in  his  flriflures  upon  the  fubjecS,  and  when  the  tide  of 
opinion  and  of  prejudice  ran  agamft  him,  pointed  out,  with  a  dif- 
cernment  almoft  approaching  to  prefciencc,  the  calamitous  confe- 
quences which  have  fince  enfued.  If  thefe  ftrlfturcs  were  termed  the 
phantoms  of  an  over-heated  imagination,  time,  which  weighs  events 
in  the  balance  of  truth,  and  does  juftice  to  all  men,  has  ftamped 
his  prediflions,  and  verified  them  by  events.     No  man  will  now 
be  hardy  enough  to  deny,  that  the  prophecy  has  not  been  juftified  by 
the  fa<St     Has  not  the  mo'nftrous  fyftem  of  the  French  Convention 
threatened,  like  a  torrent,  to  fweep  before  it  all  the  kingdoms  of 
Europe  ?  Did  not  the  principle,  upon  which  it  avowed  to  ad,  lead 
to  aggreffions  againft  our  allies  and  againft  ourfelves  ?  Did  not  the 
conduct  of  the  Convention  manifeft,  that  when  they  (hould  have 
conquered  and  plundered  our  allies,  their  hordes  were  to  bring  their 
polttics  and  contributions  into  Britain?  Did  not  they  banifii  all  per- 
fons  rcfpeftable  for  rank^  for  fortune,  for  virtue,  or  for  religion ; 
and  when  fuch  charaflers  fought  an  Afylum  in  Britain,  would  it 
have  been  confiftent  with  the  beneficence  and  liberality  of  this  nation, 
to  have  refufed  it?  No;  thefe  unfortunate  apd  diftinguifhed  men 
fought  our  protedion,  and  they  found  it.     Mr.  Dundas  next  ad- 
verted to  the  reafonings  of  thofe  gentlemen  who  had  attempted  to 
fliew,  that  the  war  was  unjuft  and  unneceffary.     Already  die  an- 
fwers  given  to  them  had  been  full  and  conclufive ;  and  he  would, 
therefore^  content  himfelf  with  remarkii^,  that  the  arguments  of 
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oppofition  were  inconfiftent  with  themfelves.     At  one  dme,  they 
profefied  and  promifed  to  fupport  the  war,  though  they  pronounced 
it  to  be  unjuft  and  unnecefTary ;  and,  at  other  times  (indeed  in  every 
inftance)  they  oppofed  the  meafures  adopted  by  the  Executive  Go- 
vernment for  accomplifhing  the  very  ends  for  which  the  war  had 
been  undertaken.     The  meafure  now  under  debate  was  a  proof  of 
this  obfervation,  (or  though  brought  forward  in  aid  and  fupport  of 
the  war,  (a  war  which  the  general  fufFrages  of  the  nation,  and  the 
almofi  unanimous  voice  of  Parliament  had  fan<^ned)  yet  the  bill 
was  pronounced  to  be  improper  in  itfelf,  though  applicable  to  the 
very  end  which  thefe  gentlemen,  by  profefling  to  fupport  their  coun- 
try in  Its  conteft,  had  allowed  to  be  neceifary.     Having  thus  ad* 
verted  to  the  circumftances  under  which  the  war  was  undertaken, 
and  to  the  neceflity  which  compelled  the  Britilh  nation  to  become 
parties  in  it,  Mr.  Dundas  took  a  review  of  the  adual  (late  of 
France,  in  its  politics,  and  in  its  refources  for  carrying  on  hoAili- 
ties.    A  faction,  he  obferved,  compofed  of  the  mod  worthlefs  of 
men,  governed  that  devoted  country,  and  had  for  their  fupports  the 
abandoned  and  moft  profligate  of  the  populace.     The  power  of  this 
fadion,  it  muft  be  admitted,  was  upheld  by  the  nK)A  precarious  of 
tenures,  the  breath  of  the  mob.     The  unanimity  of  France  in  fup- 
port of  the  prefent  Government  had  been  much  infifted  upon  ;  but 
he  would  venture  to  fay,  that  there  now  appeared  manifeft  fymp- 
toms,  which  indicated  that  numbers,  in  that  devoted  counny,  were 
adverfe  to  it.    That  many  of  the  French  nation  detefted  the  prefent 
anarchy,  under  which  they  were  fufFcring,  required  no  other  proof 
than  the  immenfe  emigrations  from  that  country  ;  or  if  that  (hould 
not  be  deemed  fufficient  evidence,  an  appeal  might  be  made  to  the 
feelings  of  every  humane,  or  honourable  n\an,  to  pronounce,  rc- 
fpeding  the  unbounded  maflacres  and  butchery  under  which  millions 
had  funk,  and  rcfpeding  the  abfolute  cxtlniflion  of  tliat  fecurity  of 
perfon  zx\d  property,  of  that  juftice,  and  that  religion,  which  alone 
can  attach  rational  men  to  any  form  of  Government,  or  enfure  the 
aflJance  of  any  community.     From  the  nature,  indeed,  of  the  cafe, 
it  muft  be  evident,  that  multitudes  of  the  French  nation  wanted 
only  protection  and  fupport,  to  bring  them  forward  to  cru(h  that 
Convention,  under  which  thefe  evils  had  become  infupportable. 
Could  any  other  confequence  refult  from  the  innumerable  maflTacres 
of  thofe  very  favages  upon  each  other,  but  jcaloufy,  diftruft,  and 
rancour?  If  fo,  large  bodies  of  the  French  people,  hoftile  to  fuch 
unparalleled  tyranny,  muft  be  ready  to  fly  to  the  arms  we  propofcd 
putdng  into  their  hands,  however  they  may  have  been  hitherto  com- 
pelled, by  fear,  to  conceal  their  zeal  feelings  and  wiflies.     If  then, 
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faid  Mr.  Dundas,  fuch  a  Government,  or  rather  fuch  an  ufurpa- 
tion,  as  that  in  France,  be  inconfiftent  with  the  fafety,  or  lading 
fecurity  of  other  Governments,  the  legitimate  and  neceffary  object 
of  the  war  muft  be,  the  extindlion  of  this  monftrous  fyftem.  What 
mcafure  was  fo  likely  to  produce  this  end,  as  making  ufe  of  the 
means  which  were  the  moft  clofely  connected  with  the  objed? 
None.  Thefc  means  were,  to  employ  great  bodies  of  the  unfortu- 
nate fufferers,  of  different  ranks,  who  had  been  driven  from  their 
country,  from  their  families,  and  from  their  property,  and  reduced 
to  the  laft  extremity,  as  principals,  as  well  as  auxiliaries,  in  re- 
ftoring  the  peace  of  Europe.  When  collefted  into  bodies,  fuch 
men  would  erc6l  the  ftandard  of  exiled  religion,  oppreffed  virtu^,  | 
and  expatriated  loyalty.  For  thcfe  purpofes  they  now  called  upon 
tlie  Britilli  nation  to  give  them  arms.  Men  of  this  defcription  muft 
have  the  fame  objcdl  that  we  have.  He  defired  (as  all  good  men 
muft  do)  to  fee  a  regular  Government  eftabliflied  in  France ;  and 
the  prefcnt  bill  was  one  of  the  means,  the  beft  calculated  for  this 
objc«fl.  His  hope  was,  that  by  the  proper  ufe  of  this  plan,  peace 
would  be  reftored  to  this  country,  and  fecurity  to  Europe.  Mr. 
Dundas  from  thefe  confiderations  profelled  himfelf  a  friend  to  the 
war,  and  h:i  confidered  the  prcfent  bill,  as  one  of  the  meafures  that 
would  contribute  to  its  fccefs,  as  wlII  as  to  its  object,  a  folid  and 
honourable  peace.  Unlefs  we  overthrow  the  prefent  fyftem  of 
French  politics,  we  neither  could  hope  for  peace,  nor  obtain  fe- 
curity. That  fecurity  which  the  honourable  gciitleman  had  augured 
from  our  infular  fituation,  and  from  the  loyalty  and  valour  of  the 
Britifli  nation,  no  man  was  more  forward  to  fubfcribe  to,  than  him- 
felf :  but  infulated  as  we  were,  and  loyal  and  brave  as  our  people 
might  be,  if  hordes  of  fanguinary  Tartars  were  fufFered  to  collect 
in  the  heart  of  Europe  ;  if  every  feeling  of  juflice  and  religion  were 
allowed  to  be  cxtinguiflied  ;  if  the  principles  of  anarchy  were  per- 
mitted to  be  propagated  by  fire  and  fword ;  if  all  property  were  to 
be  trampled  under  foot ;  if  afts  of  murder  were  to  be  meafured  by 
the  conveniency  of  the  murderer,  and  all  the  nations  on  the  Conti- 
nent to  bow  under  the  iron  rod  of  this  murderer,  he  believed  that 
the  right  honourable  gentleman  would  hardly  contend,  that  Great 
Britain  and  Ireland  could  hope  for  fafet}',  fecurity,  or  peace.  De- 
firable,  however,  as  peace  was,  heartily  as  he  might  wi(h  for  its 
eftablifhmcnt,  and  ready  as  he  had  been  to  liften  to  the  rcafonings 
of  his  opponent ;  yet  he  now  called  on  the  Houfe  to  fay,  whether 
thcfe  rearonin<^s  had  been  cither  founded  on  events^  or  conclufive  in 
the  confequences  drawn  from  them.  The  right  honourable  gentle- 
man (Mr.  Fox)  liad  rcforted  to  the  opinions  of  the  writers  on  the 
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laws  of  nations,  and  affcrted,  that  it  is  laid  down  by  them,  as  a 
principle,  that  one  nation  has  not  a  right  to  interfere  in  the  internal 
adminiftration  of  another,  or  to  attempt  the  fuhverfion  of  its  Go- 
vernment.    Mr.  Fox  could  not  lately  have  perufed  thefe  authors, 
or  at  lead,  he  had  not  examined  them  with  his  ufual  accuracy  and 
attention,  or  he  would  have  difcovcred,  (Mr.  Dundas  would,  from 
rccolledion,  venture  to  aflert)  that  the  principle,  upon  which  he 
rdled  the  whole  of  his  argument,  was  not  to  be  found  in  any  one  of 
their  works.     On  the  contrary,  it  was  laid  down  by  Vatell,  the 
right  honourable  Reafoncr's  favourite  author,  and  by  the  authors 
whom  Vatell  muft,  from  the  fpirit  of  his  work,  have  confulted,  to 
be  a  maxim  of  juftice  and  of  prudence,  that  the  Government  of  one 
country  may  interfere  with,  and  fubvert  that  of  anotlicr,  under  cer- 
tain circumftances ;  fuch  as,  fclf-prefervation  and  fecurity.     This 
interference  became  itfelf  a  great  and  leading  principle  in  the  laws 
of  nations,  and  one,  to  the  obfervance  of  which,  every  ftatc,  as  a 
duty  to  itfelf,   was  obligated.     To  this  principle,  all  general  max- 
ims muft  be  fubfervient.      If  the  faft  be,  that  the  Government  of 
France  had  been  put  into  the  hands  of  men,  whom  the  right  ho- 
nourable gentleman  himfelf  had  pronounced  monftcrs,  it  was  with 
Mr.  Fox  to  fay,  what  principle  exifted,  which  forbade  our  efforts  to 
wrcft  povTr  from  men  thus  dcfcribed.  '  Exclufivc,  however,  of 
this  confideration,  it  would  be  found,  that  wherever  the  authors  on 
the  laws  of  nations  touch  upon  this  fubjedt,  they  fet  down  their  own 
reafonings  as  matters  of  mere  fpcculativc  policy,  and  apply  their  ar- 
guments to  internal  difcords  among  any  people,  in  time  of  peace, 
but,  on  no  occafion,  to  nations  in  a  ftate  of  war..    No  man  could 
be  fo  ridiculous  as  to  aflert,  that  it  is  not  the  duty  of  a  nation, 
which  has  experienced  an  aggrcflion,  to  ufe  every  poffiblc  means  to 
obtain  redrefs,  -or,  in  plain  words,  to  overcome  and  -deftroy  that 
power  with  which  they  are  at  war ;  efpccially  when  it  is  a  power, 
which,  befidcs  open  aggreflion,  has  been  infidioufly  attempting  to 
excite  rebellion  in  a  country  with  which  it  was  at  peace :  of  this  de- 
scription is  the  prefent  Government  of  France.     Mr.  Dundas  next 
adverted  to  the  prefent  circumftances  of  the  war.     We  were  forced 
into  hoftilities  againft  France,  which,  if  the  ancient  Government 
had  exifted,  or  indeed  if  any  but  the  prefent  ufurpation  had  exifted, 
there  would  not,  in  all  probability,  have  been  any  danger.  .   Under 
fuch  circumftances,  was  it  for  Miniftry  to  fit  down  in  their  clofets 
and  reafon  on  the  fpeculative  queftion,  whether  they  ought  to  inter- 
fere, and  endeavour  to  overturn  the  ufurpation  ?  No.     They  had 
to  confider  the  enemy,  as  an  enemy  of  the  moft  new  and  worft  de- 
fcription ;  and  to  dcvife  means,  either  to  bring  him  to  reafon,  or  t# 
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ruin.  Mr.  Dundas  next  adverted  to  the  obfervations  of  Mr.  Fox 
on  the  calamities  of  retaliation,  afubje6l,.on  which  he  had  dwelt 
with  much  plaufibility ;  a  fubjed,  however,  to  which,  he  trufted, 
the  Houfe  would  not  fuppofe  him  lefs  alive  than  the  right  honourable 
gentleman.  From  this  topic,  however,  he  would  refrain,  not  be- 
caufe  he  was  lefs  adverfc  to  every  calamitous  confequencc  of  retali- 
ation, but  becaufe  he  coitlidered  every  thing  that  might  or  could  be 
faid  upon  the  fubjeft,  under  the  prefent  circumftances,  to  be  inju- 
tlicious  and  imprudent.  Generals,  who  for  humanity  and  wifdom 
have  been  inferior  to  no  one  who  has  yet  lived,  have  found  it  ne- 
ceflary,  in  the  field  of  battle,  to  ftop  cruelty  by  retaliation.  No  Ge- 
neral, however,  and  indeed  no  author,  has  as  yet  attempted,  in 
practice  or  in  theory,  to  reduce  retaliation  to  defined  or  general  prin- 
ciples. An  officer  found  the  tafk  fevere  enou^,  when  he  was 
compelled  to  have  rccourfe  to  this  laft  extremity  with  an  unprincipled 
foe,  but  he  did  not  think,  it  his  duty  to  fpcculatc  on  the  fubjed. 
As  right  and  wifdom,  fo  humanity  and  neceflity  may  be  fometimes 
at  variance.  Humanity  at  one  time  may.  Qall  upon  wifdom  to  re- 
frain from  retaliation,  at  another,  to  exercife  it :  right  may  at  one 
time  juftify  this  feverity,  when  generofity  fcoms  to  ufe  that  right. 
Every  thing  on  this  fubjedl  depends  upon  circumftances,  fuch  as  the 
conduct  and  charafter  of  an  enemy,  whether  he  be  polifticd  or 
favage,  honourable  or  unprincipled ;  and  it  was  as  abfurd,  as  it 
was  abominable,  to  feck,  in  the  midft  of  a  war  with  favages,  like 
that  into  Which  we  were  driven,  for  difcuflions  on  the  fubje<9:.  If, 
Mr.  Dundas  obferved,  the  conqueror  of  a  province  fent  the  people 
coercively  into  war,  he  might  be  termed  a  favage  ;  but  the  prefent 
cafe  was  the  reverie,  it  was  that  of  jnen,  who  had  been  driven  from 
their  property,  on  whofe  lives  a  price  had  been  fet,  who,  when 
taken  prifoners,  were  butchered  ;  it  was  that  of  men  feeking  the 
protedion  of  this  country  to  get  back  their  property,  their  ranks, 
their  friends,  (and  if  they  had  efcaped  the  knife  of  the  aiTaflins}  their 
families,  of  whom  they  had  been  bereft.  Such  were  the  men  who 
were  calling  for  arms  from  Britain,  and  it  was  theirs  to  confider  the 
probable  eflFefts  of  retaliation.  They  had  weighed  them,  and  faid, 
'*  Shall  we  try  the  fortune  of  war,  and  hazard  retaliation  i  Shall 
we  join  England  who  is  fighting  ourxaufe,  and  endeavouring  to  rc- 
ftore  to  us  our  all  ?  Or  {hall  we  fpin  out  a  wretched  and  di(honour'» 
able  cxiftence,  or  die  in  famine,  outcafts  from  our  country,  traitors 
to  our  King,  and  apoftates  to  our  religion  ?"  Can  any  man,  viewing 
thefe  fa<5ls  and  this  fituation,  accufe  this  Government  of  ufing  com* 
pulfion?  Have  not  the  emigrants  had  the  whole  of  the  profpeiS, 
and  the  whole  of  the  rifk,  before  them?  They  have  taken  their  rcfo- 
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lutioiiy  and  no  man  can  deny  the  wifdom  of  their  choice.  Could 
men  of  ^ling  or  magnanimity  zd  otherwifc?  It  has  been  aflcrted^ 
that  this  meafure  would  tend  to  prolong  the  war.  Mr.  Dundas 
admitted,  that  the  magnitude  of  the  conquefts  which  we  had  made 
in  the  Eail  and  Weft  Indies  had  not  the  fame  efFedl  on  the  councils 
of  the  ufurpers,  as  conquefts  in  France  might  have  ;  *but  he  main* 
talned,  that  our  diftant  conquefts  would  accelerate  the  iftue  of  the 
^rar,  becaufe  the  refources  of  the  enemy  depended  in  fome  meafute 
on  their  colonial  poifeflions.  In  this  proportion  our  (uccefsi  in  thefe 
quarters^  would  diminifh  the  power  of  the  enemy  to  carry  oh  the 
war,  and  therefore  £sicilitate  the  grand  obje£l  of  it,  an  hotlourablc 
peace.  The  wl^e  fubje^  refolved  itfclf  into  this  ftmple  queftion : 
*^  Could  we  hope  for  fecurity  or  peace>  without  a  total  change  iii 
the  Government  of  France?"  Certainly  not,  for  if  we  could  at 
this  time  conclude  a  peace,  by  keeping  die  conquefts  we  had  ac« 
quired,  yet  with  fo  great  a  country,  po^i^erful  from  internal  re-* 
fources,  from  foil,  climate,  population,  and  fituation,  as  France 
was,  we  had'  only  to  cxpedt  a  renewal  of  the  war,  if  we  foftered 
the  prefent  Government  to  remain ;  a  Government  raifcd  up  by 
treachery,  violence,  and  ufurpation ;  a  Government  fupportcd  by 
fraud,  confifcations,  and  plunder;  a  Covemment  diredlng  its 
views  beyond  the  wildemefs  of  imagination,  refemblihg  only  the 
fury  of  flbends,  or  the  malice  and  cunning  of  the  enemy  of  man- 
kind, and  executing  its  fchemes,  by  forcing  the  huft)andman,  ma- 
nuia£hirer,  and  merchant,  to  become  common  foldicrs.  It  was  as 
impradticable  to  negociate  as  abfurd  to  make  pence.  If  .fuch  a 
Government  remain  in  the  center  of  Europe,  other  countries  in 
vain  will  hope  to  live  in  fafety ;  and  on  this,  if  no  otlier  ground 
lifted,  on  which  to  reft  his  argument,  he  would  venture  to  place 
Ws  defence  of  the  prefent  meafure.  Mr.  Dundat  next  contraftcd 
Ac  prefent  argument  of  Mr.  Fox  with  his  fcvere  cenfurcs  on  Go- 
vernment, in  the  laft  and  beginning  of  the  prefent  fcflibn,  for  riot 
having  aftbrded  the  Loyalifts  of  La  Vandce  a  proper  fupport.  The 
ftridbres  were  erroneous,  becaufe  they  were  rtot  founded  on  the 
events  which  prevented  the  afliftance  being  given.  It  would  be 
moft  readily  allowed,  that  the  afliftarKe  ought  to  have  been  given, 
if  it  had  been  practicable  to  give  it ;  but  if  it  would  have  been  unwife 
to  have  riiked  our  national  force  and  honour,  in  fupport  of  the 
Icattcred  bands  in  La  Vandee,  it  would  be  wife  to  take  into  our  pay 
a  body  of  men^  who  were  animated  with  prirKiples  like  our  own, 
who  were  to  be  fully  appointed  and  provided,  before  they  took  the 
field,  who  were  to  be  led  on  by  officers,  not  only  eminent  for  ho- 
nour and  military  fkill,  but  revered  in  their  own  country  for  tlic 
Vol;  XXXVm.  Bb 
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laurels  with  which  they  had  adorned  the  Crown  of  France,  and  who 
are,  in  fine,  animated  by  the  fame  enthufiafm  as  thofe  of  La  Van- 
dee,  but  an  enthufiafm  diametrically  oppofite  to  the  mad  rage  of 
Sans  Culottes  and  Jacobins,  becaufe  diredted  by  religion,  by  tnie 
patriotifm,  and  by  fteady  loyalty.     An  army  of  this  kind  muft  not 
only  be  equal  to  prodigies,  but  muft  increafe  in  numbers,  as  it  ad- 
vanced.    An  honourable  gentleman  had  mentioned  500,000  fach 
men ;  Mr.  Dundas  would  rejoice,  that  they  were  fo  many.     The 
fame  gentleman  had  next  queftioned  our  ability  to  find  refources  for 
this  number,  but  a  much  fmaller  number  would  foon  be  able  to 
render  aid  from  us  unneceffary ;  for  they  would  acquire  their  own 
rights  and  privilegesy  and  terminate  the  calamities  of  their  country. 
It  had  been  faid,  why  was  not  this  mcafure  adopted  fooner?  On 
this  fubjedl,  Mr.  Dundas  was  ready  to  allow,  that  if  Adminiftration 
had  been  apparently  remifs,  the  blame  proceeded  from  the  courfe  of 
events.     After  the  affair  at  Toulon,  the  French  fully  faw  then- 
own  calamities,  and  large  bodies  of  tliat  unfortunate  and  expatriated 
people  now  called  for  arms,  and  prayed  us  to  employ  France  agahift 
France,  to  favc  her,  and  to  preferve  the  liberties  of  Europe.     It 
had  been  faid,  diat  the  war  againft  France  had  tended  to  harden  the 
finer  feelings  of  humanity.     He  would  allow,  that  an  infenfibility 
of  the  moft  horrid  kind  had  prevailed  in  that  country,  and  he  was 
forry  to  fay,  in  England,  in  part ;  fince  that  which  would  once 
have  been  heard  with  confternation,  was  now  read  with  apathy,  as 
the  news  of  the  day.     There  was  this  difference,  however,  between 
the  two  countries  ;  in  the  one,  men  had  become  habitually  cruel ; 
in  the  other,  men  turned  away  from  the  recital  of  events,  which  ex- 
cited only  difguft  and  horror.     Would  the  right  honourable  gentle- 
man fay,  that  we  ought  not  to  arm  Frenchmen  againft  the  authors  of 
this  infenfibility  in  their  own  country,  or  that  we  ought  to  familiarifc 
ourfelves  to  fuch  horrors?  It  is  not  the  war,  but  the  authors  of  the 
war,  who  have  wrought  this  change  in  France.     The  prefent  rulers 
of  that  devoted  people  have  done  it,  and  if  power  is  to  be  placed  in 
any  country  in  the  hands  of  a  lawlefs  mob,  there  is  no  barrier  in 
nature  to  entrench  us  againft  the  like  calamities.      It  is  not  the  war 
which  has  occafioned  thefe  evils  on  the  Continent ;  they  had  begun 
in  France,  and  were  at  a  height  unknown  in  the  annals  of  man, 
bbfore  the  war  commenced.     Mr.   Dundas,  widi  manly  feeling, 
and  in  language  which  ftrongly  pidtured  that  feeling  to  be  guided  by 
judgement,  concluded  widi  combating  the  juftification  which  had 
been  attempted  of  the?  Scottifti  feditionifts.    Palmer  and    Muir. 
"  Open,  (faid  he,)  your  Itatute  book,  and  read  what  are  the  crimes 
to  which  the  puniftiment  of  death  is  annexed  j  xompare  the  crime 
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of  an  unfortunate  wretch  who  fteals  a  cheefe,  with  the  crime  of  him 
who  confpires  to  inftil  into  the  minds  of  the  people  of  Great  Britain 
a  hatred  for  our  mild  laws  and  happy  Conftitution,  and  a  love  for 
die  anarchy  and  butchery  of  France.  Where  is  the  humanity  of 
thofe  gentlemen,  who  can  filently  acquiefcc  in  the  puniihmcnt  of 
death  being  infli<£kd  on  the  former,  compelled,  perhaps,  to  offend 
the  law,  by  the  clamors  for  bread  of  a  famithing  wife  and  children : 
and  the  crime  of  the  latter,  who  could  have  no  motive,  no  excufe 
for  their  crimes,  but  their  vicious  defire  of  obtaining  power,  by 
overturning  the  Britifh  Conftitution,  and  burjung  the  people  in  its 
luins  ?'* 

Mr.  BURKE  faid.  The  right  honourable  gentleman,  (Mr.  Fox) 
in  making  the  panegyric  of  humanity,  has  not  forgotten  to  claim 
for  himfelf  a  full  (hare  of  that  virtue,  at  the  fame  time  that  he  has 
tliou^t  proper  to  detradl  from  the  portion  of  it  which  I  may  pof- 
fefs.      That  humanity  is  highly  praifeworthy,  and  that  he  poffeffes 
much  of  that  good  quality,  is  certainly  true ;  yet  this  formal  pane- 
gyric, on  an  occafion  fo  little  adapted,  wears  a  good  deal  the  appear- 
ance of  what  the  ancients  would  have  called  ambitiofa  omamenta.     It 
has  no  difcernible  ufe  ;  fof ,  in  faft,  it  only  afferts  that  which  every 
•one  admits,  and  which  has  never  yet  in  this  Houfe  been  called  in 
queftion.      This  proceeding  reminds  me  a  good  deal  of  the  faying  of 
an  old  Lacedemonian,  a  four,  furly  fort  of  a  fellow,  wKo,  when 
they  were  praifing  Hercules,  faid,  "  Pray,   who  blames  him  r  "— 
So,  in  like  manner,  it  might  be  afked  of  the  right  honourable  gen- 
tleman (Mr/Fox)  "  What  Member  in  that  Houfe  blamed  huma-  ' 
nity  r"      The   mode  of  reafoning  purfued  by  the  right  honourable 
gentleman  was   undoubtedly,  in  that   inftancc,  repugnant  to  the 
rules  of  rhetoric,  nay,  diametrically  oppofitc  to  the  principles  of  elo- 
quence.     There  never  was  a  fubje6l  upon  which  the  right  honour- 
able gentleman  could  exercifehis  eloquence,  and  of  that  he  had  a 
moft  uncommon  (hare,  to  fo  very  little  purpofe,  more  efpecially  in 
that  Houfe,  as  upon  the  fubjeft  of  humanity  ;  for  every  Member 
in  that  Houfe,  to  its  p'raife  be  it  fpoken,  was  thoroughly  acqunint- 
ed  with,  and  uniformly   adcd  up*n,  the  icntiments  of  humi^nicy. 
The  right  honourable  gentleman  has  therefore  thrown  away  hisbicath 
upon  the  fubjedl ;  but  if  the  right  honourable  gentleman  had  preach- 
ed his  fermon  on  humanity  in  the  Jacobin  Club,  or  in  the  Club  of 
Ae  Cordeliers,  no  man  could  deny  that  it  wouci  not  be  remarkably 
opportune  and  extremely  ncceffary  at  die  prefent  time.     To  them 
that  were  fo  abandoned  might  be  faid, 

"  Dijcite  Jujiitiam  moniti,  et  non  temnere  Divos," 

Bb  2 
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Whatever  chance  there  was  that  fo  excellent  a  difcourfe  might  make 
fome  impreflion  on  the  minds  of  the  Jacobins,  yet  I  have  too  great 
an  efteem  for  the  right  honourable  gentleman's  talents,  too  great  a 
reverence  for  his  abilities,  too  great  a  regard  for  his  humanity,  too 
great  a  love  for  his  genciofity  and  good  nature,  too  great  an  anxiety 
for  the  fafcty  of  his  perfon,  to  entertain  a  wiih  that  the  right  ho- 
nourable gentleman  ftiould  go  in  perfon  among  the  Jacobins  to  preach 
his  fermon  upon  humanity,  and  to  apply  it  in  any  effectual  way. 
Whatever  merits,  however,  humanity  may  poffefs  in  theory,  I  am 
one  of  thofe  who  hold  its  praftice  in  higher  eftimation,  and  am 
therefore  led  to  mcafure  the  adlions  of  the  right  honourable  gentle- 
man  with  his  profeflions.  He  regards  the  ftate  of  the  French  emi- 
grants with  ftrong  emotions  of  pity,  and  yet  without  any  diftinguifli- 
cd  private  afiiftancc  to  tlicm  ;  he  now  comes  forward  to  oppofe  the 
only  public  relief  of  a  comprehenfive  and  radical  nature  which  can  be 
fuggefted  ;  from  the  abundance  of  his  compaflion,  he  *'  leaves  them 
Providence's  care."  On  this,  and  on  fome  other  occafions,  I  can- 
not but  fuppofe  him  led  aftray  by  an  unfortunate  bias,  or  perhaps 
that  defire  of  perfonal  triumph  which  is  fo  common  to  us  all.  To 
the  objefls  of  oppreffion  he  is  prodigal  of  pity,  yet  penurious  of  re- 
lief ;  and  to  its  authors,  ready  to  condemn,  yet  unwilling  to  chaf- 
tifc.  No  ftoic  was  ever  in  a  (late  of  more  perfect  neutrality  to  man' 
kind,  not  even  Zeno  himfclf.  I  mean  not,  however,  to  caft  any 
general  im.putation  on  tiie  dodtrincs  of  that  ancient  (cA  which  has 
produced  many  virtues,  and  will,  I  have  no  doubt,  produce  many 
more.  Now  as  to  the  monofy liable  yes^  which  I  uttered  on  a  for- 
mer occaGon,  I  have  oply  to  pbferv'e,  that  y£s,  in  the  old  Englifl^i 
jras  called  ay — 

5*  Ay,  ay,  ay— ^^  word  niore  fatal  thrice 

."  Than  the  Eye  of  death-doing  Cockatrice." 

fflic  notice  that  has  been  taken  of  this,  places  me  in  a  light  of  im- 
portance, to  which,  I  am  confcious>  I  can  have  no  pretenfion.— 
This  trite  and  oracular  fpe^ies  of  eloquence  feems  to  have  more  ef- 
fc£t  than  all  the  long  harangues  I  pver  delivered  ;  and  I  ihould,  per- 
haps, do  well  in  future  to  forbear  my  ufual  inode,  and  confine  my- 
felf  to  this  fl^ort  and  fententious  ftylc.  From  the  feverity  of  com- 
ment to  which  the  poor  monofyllable  has  been  fubjcft,  the  world 
muft  have  been  led  to  think  that  I  have  taken  up  my  morals  at  ran- 
dom, or  merely  on  fentiment,  and  that  I  was  totally  unprepared  to 
defend  them  on  principle.  In  the  firft  place,  however,  it  muft  not 
be  forgotten,  that  what  I  fairf'tame  from  an  individual,  haying  no 
participation  m  His  Majefty's  Councils,  and  of  courfc  carried  ^ith 
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• 

it  no  Minifterial  authorityy  though  it  has  all  along  been  treated  in  a 
Kght  dire6Hy  the  reverie.  As  a  general  principle,  founded  on  po- 
iicy  and  the  law  of  nations,  I  am  ready  to  repeat,  and  maintaini  that 
retaliation  of  any  feverity  which  an  enemy  may  pradUfc,  is  right  and 
proper.  I  know  full  well  that  the  application  of  this  principle  to . 
any  cafe  which  may  occur  in  praftice,  will  depend  on  circumftanccs. 
A  queftion  of  policy  will  then  arife,  which  muft  be  determined  by 
prudence,  the  effential  conftituent  and  regulator  of  all  virtue.  This 
praflical  reftridion  has,  however,  nothing  to  do  with  the  general 
principle.  The  lex  talionis  is  a  part  of  the  law  of  nations,  as  found- 
ed on  that  of  nature  ;  when,  therefore,  any  infraction  of  that  law 
takes  place,  retaliation  is  the  punifhment  provided,  and  the  inflic- 
tion of  it  is  efl'ential  to  humanity,  as  well  as  juftice.  The  diftinc- 
tion  between  rebel  and  enemy  is  a  fubtlety  which  will  not  apply,  as 
the  National  Convention  affords  no  proteAion  to  its  miferable  fub- 
je£t$^  an4  has  forfeited  all  pretenflon  to  allegiance.  From  its  own 
principles,  and  its  own  conduct,  it  has  deftroyed  all  rights  of  Sove- 
reignty. Thefe  eorps  muft  therefore  be  regarded  purely  as  a  part 
of  that  army  under  whofe  banners  they  ferye.  As  to  the  policy,  in 
a  ntore  general  view,  what  can  be  more  manifeft,  than  that  every 
fyftem  of  fear  will  invite  the  evil  it  means  to  deprecate  ;  whereas  if 
thofe  who  violate  the  law  and  practice  of  nations,  find  that  the  evil 
of  that  infraction  will  fall  in  common  on  themfelvcs,  they  will  be 
induced  to  refrain  and  defifl.  Locke  is  of  the  iame  opinion  relative 
to  the  lex  talionis  ;  and  though  I  do, not  fubfcribe  to  all  which  he 
has  advanced,  his  authority  is  on  every  fubjefl  of  great  weight.— 
God  forbid  that  the  authors  of  murder  (hould  not  find  it  recoil  on 
their  own  heads.  Such  is  my  opinion  relative  to  the  juftice  and 
policy  of  retaliation.  I  (hould  not  fcruple,  if  I  were  fo  far  honoured 
as  to  be  confulted  by  any  part  of  the  allies,  to  declare  that  they  were 
bound  alike  by  honour,  duty,  and  intereft,  not  to  fufFer  any  one  2St 
of  feverity  to  pafs  unrctaliated.  It  is  a  call  of  juflice,  and  as  fuch 
an  integral  of  humanity,  without  which  man  would  ceafe  to  be  a 
hcautifiil  part  of  the  general  community  of  the  world.  Juftice  is 
the  ground-work  of  which  humanity  is  the  fuperftrudhire,  and  can- 
not fubfift  Without  it.  A  vain  oftentatious  difplay  of  that  virtue 
may,  indeed,  be  made,  as  has  been  done  for  the  laft  thirty  years  in 
France,  but  I  have  no  doubt  that  all  the  horrors  which  have  taken 
place  in  that  country,  may  in  a  great  meafure  be  traced  to  that  very 
(ource,  namely,  affedted  humanity,  devoid  of  juftice.  But  the  right 
honourable  gentleman  is  fearful  we  Ihay  inflame  the  Jacobins  by  this 
feverity  on  our  part.  Inflame  a  Jacobin  !  !  You  may  as  well  talk 
pf  fctting  fire  to  hell.     ImpoflTible !    The  meafure  of  their  rage  and 


I90  PARLIAMENTARY  A.  1794. 

iniquity  overflows,  and  cannot  be  increafed.  Friend  and  foe, 
Royalift  and  Republican,  all  fall  beneath  the  favagc  havoc  of  that 
club,  and  its  worthy. coadjutor,  the  Corcjelicrs  ;  nor  are  the  mem- 
bers of  either  fecure  from  the  other,  or  even  itfelf.  Jacobin  flaugh- 
ters  Cordelier,  Cordelier  butchers  Jacobin,  and,  at  times,  each  in- 
verts the  murderous  knife  into  its  own  brfom. 

■  ' 

*^  High-crefted  tyranny  fweeps  on, 
"  Till  each  man  falls  by  lottery." 

For  the  deplorable,  for  the  lamentable,  fituation  of  France,  no 
man  feels  more  than  I  do.  For  myfelf  I  may  be  indulged  to  fay, 

*^  Non  ignara  malty  miferes  fuccurrere  dijco.^ 

**  No  ftranger  to  misfortune,  I  have  learned  to  feel  for 
the  diftrefled." 

Whatever  is  faid  of  the  tyranny  of  Princes,   fure  I  am,  that  an 
attentive  obferver  of  hiftory  will  difcover,  that  their  practice  is  more 
lenient  than  the  mildeft  dodrine  of  theorifts.    Thefe  have  only  to 
ftruggle  between  their  pen  and  their  paper,  Princes  wreftle  with  the 
warm  fympathies  of  nature.     To  the  honour  of  pradiical  humanity, 
only  four  inftances  of  wanton  and  unneceffary  murder  occurred 
throughout  the  whole  courfe  of  the  American  war  ;  a  forbearance 
which  reflects  equal  credit  to  both  parties.     In  the  hiftory  of  Princes 
fome  inftances  of  unncceffary  feverity  may  be  found,  but  their  ge- 
neral pradVice  is  juft  and  merciful.     I,  for  inftance,    think  that 
Cameron  and  Radcliff,  in  the  later  periods  of  our  own  hiftory, 
fhould   not  have  been  executed.     In    1688,    the  Iriih  brigades 
were  taken  into  the  fervice  of  France,  and  retained  their  own  uni- 
form, yet  this  countr}%  though  often  courageoufly  oppofed  by  thefe 
troops,  .has  not,  in  any  inftance  treated  them  as  rebels  when  the 
fortune  of  war  caft  them  into  our  power.    In  the  rebellion  of  1 7 46* 
a  whole  regiment  of  them  were  taken,  but  no  feverity  was  praftifed. 
France  hcrfelf,  under  Louis  XIV.  conduced  herfelf  in  the  fame 
way.    Many  of  her  regiments,  after  the  cruel  and  impolitic  revo- 
cation of  the  Edift  of  Nantes,  were  taken  into  the  pay  of  Pruflia, 
Holland,  and  Great  Britain,  yet  flie  never  facrificed  thefe  troops 
when  they  became  prifoncrs.    The  battle  of  Fontenoy  was  gained 
principally  from  the  exertion  of  the  Irifli  brigade,   and  though  they 
fought  againft  us  in  an  open  and  diredl  rebellion,  thefe  extremeties 
were  not  thought  of.     Lord  Ligonier,  an  officer  of  great  note  in 
our  fervice,    was  a  Frcnchmafi  by  birth,  and  when  taken  prifoncr 
fighting  ag'iinft  France,  was  exchanged  in  the  iifual  courfe  for  an 
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officer  of  the  fame  rank.     The  old  humanity  of  Princes  therefore 
when  fairly  examined,  need  not  (hun  any  comparifon  with  the  new- 
born republican  tendemefs  of  modern  times,  which  has  been  boafted 
of  with  fuch  infulting  triumph  and  infidious  detradiion.      Fa6t  is  the 
mortal  enemy  of  declamation,  as  analyfis  is  of  rhetoric,  and  per- 
haps from  fome  decay  of  imagination  likewife,  I  feel  myfelf  much 
inclined  to  avail  myfelf  of  thefe  advantages  on  this  occafion.     The 
fame  in(lances  of  mercy  and  forbearance  may  be  colledtcd  from  the 
conduft  of  Germany,  Sweden,  and  every  other  power  in  Europe. 
As  to  Germany,  it  is  impoflible  not  to  rceall  the  late  cafes  of  in- 
furreftion  in  the  Netherlands,  both  of  which  were  fubdued  by  the 
main  force  of  armies  ;  yet  what  is  the  confcquence,  a  general  am- 
nefty,  and  the  voluntary  eftablifhment  of  thofe  articles  for  which 
the  people  of  that  country  contended.      In  Sweden  too,  how  wa$ 
the  late  murder  of  her  King,   and  foul  confpiracy  againft  her  Gro- 
vemment  punifhed  ?     Was  it  in  a  manner  which  refembled  the 
merciful  judgements  of  the  Revolutionary  Tribunal  ?     Mankind, 
therefore,  has  been  better  ufed  by  its  rulers,  than  moft  people, 
judging  only  from  theory,  can  imagine,  and  in  feft,  never  experi- 
enced a  pure  and  mercilefs  tyranny  before  the  Jacobin  authority  of 
France ;  and  I  muft  repeat  what  I  have  before  (aid,  that  if  every 
inftanceof  oppreffion,  injuftice,  and  cruelty,   throughout  Europe 
for  100  years  were  coUeded  together,  the  fum  total  would  fall  in- 
finitely (hort  of  the  fame  inftances  of  tyranny  which  have  occurred 
in  any  one  week  fince  the  revolution  of  France.     A  general  combi- 
nation againA  a  country,  though  not  conclufive  evidence,  is  a  very 
ftrong  prefumption  of  its  meriting  the  enmity  which  it  has  excited, 
and  it  may  be  ufeful  to  remind  the  Houfe,  that  thefe  combinations 
arc  not  unknown  to  Europe.      What  otlicr  was  the  league  of  Cam- 
bray  againft  Venice,  or  the  confederacy  againft  Louis  XIV.     Yet 
did  thefe  countries  aft  as  France  now  docs  ?      Did  they  talk  of 
railing  corps  of  affaflins  for  their  enemies,  or  of  fubverting  or  de- 
ftroying  every  eftabliftiment  in  Euroi)e  ?      Did  they  maffacre  Gene- 
rals and  Miniftcrs  ?     On  the  contrary,  it  may  be  fhown  they  be- 
came more  moderate  and  merciful.      In  this  countr)*^,  when  a  man 
expofes  his  head  in  the  pillory,  he  lofcs  all  pretenfion  to  credit ;  not 
fo,  however,  when  he  expofes  it  at  Paris  in  the  guillotine  ;  his  cre- 
dit remains,  the  head  is  all  that  is  loft.      A  very  ftout  Republican, 
ohe  Lanjannay,  whofe  republicanifm  could  not,  however,  favc  his 
head  from  the  democratic  guillotine,  has  made  a  written  declaration 
of  fome  fa6b,  which,  as  a  member  of  the  Convention,  and  a  muni- 
cipal officer  of  the  city  of  Paris,  he  ha~d  particidar  opportunities  of 
knowing. 
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I .  That  fince  the  revolution  no  murder  or  pillage  has  been  com-i 
mittedi  in  any  one  inflance^  but  what  was  previoufly  planned  and 
agreed  to  by  the  reigning  powers  at  Paris. 

2*  With  refped  to  the  dreadftil  carnage  of  Sepfernber,  1792/ 
it  was  fettled  by  the  five  leading  men  of  that  day.  That  lifts  of 
profcribed  people  were  previoufly  handed  about,  in  which  the  names 
pf  each  perfon  to  be  murdered  was  fet  do\i'n,  and  that  the  aflfaflins 
employed  received  100  fous  a  head  for  every  objedt  they  dilpatched, 
which,  in  two  days  only  of  di'at  maflfacre,  amounted  to  the  dreadful 
number  of  8000  people.  The  terrific  14th  of  July,  the  deaths  of 
Foulon  and  Berthier,  all  proceeded  from  the  fame  arrangement  and 
plan,  which  diftinguifhes  the  more  fettled  progrefs  of  this  mild  and 
beneficent  revolution.  As  the  humanity  of  Princes  bear  no  compa* 
rifon  to  the  excefifes  of  licentious  anarchy,  neither  does  their  juftice. 
To  advert  to  the  much-abufed  ancient  Government  of  France. 
Throughout  the  whole  of  Louis  the  XVIth's  reign,  I  defy  anyone 
to  produce  me  an  inftance  of  injuftice,  or  the  violation  of  private 
right.  The  only  thing  approaching  to  it  was  in  a  cafe  between  the 
Crown  and  Corporation  of  Bourdeaux,  on  a  queftion.  of  allufion  re- 
lative to  fome  land  on  the  river  Loire.  This  was  feized  on  by  the 
Minifters  as  the  property  of  the  Grown ;  on  an  application^  how-^ 
ever,  to  the  King  in  Council  from  the  Corporation  of  Bourdeaux, 
he,  himfelf,  Louis  XVL  after  hearing  the  cafe,  propofed,  with 
ibis  own  voice,  in  Council,  to  return  the  land,  which  was  accord- 
ingly done.  Mirabeau,  the  inveterate  enemy  of  the  Parliaments, 
owned,  that  their  juftice  was  without  ftain  or  fufpicion,  and  before 
their  power  the  antient  ariftocracy  itfelf  trembled.  As  to  the  pro- 
grefs and  event  of  this  mighty  conteft, 

It  is  not  for  me  this  dark  abyfs  to  tread. 
And  read  the  book  which  angels  cannot  read." 

But  I  (hall  regard  with  great  anxiety  and  dread,^  every  event  whicfi: 
gives  ftrength  to  the  power  of  France,  and  ihall  endeavour  to  op- 
pofc  every  attempt  to  juftify  and  excufe  the  monftrous  enormities 
which  (he  has  committed.  Thefe  attempts  at  Icaft  tend  to  dimi- 
nifli  the  natural  horror  and  indignation  whidi  is  eommotv  to  every 
well-difpofed  mind  in  contemplating  the  events  that  have  lately 
happened  there.  What  we  excufe,  we  are  foon  led  to  juftify ; 
what  we  juftify,  to  admire  ;  what  we  admire,  to  imitate.  It  has 
been  faid  that  they  always  fought  an  union  with  this  country,  and 
that  they  would  now  readily  liften  to  any  overtures  of  peace.  I  be- 
lieve it ;  but  then  it  muft  be  on  the  terms  of  receiving  their  princi-' 
pies,  and  being  expofed  to  their  macliinations.     They  fay,  *<  Let 
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me  fiatemize  you,  and  conquer  Europe?'     On  thofe  terms,  and 
thofe  only,  can  any  compromife  take  place.     No  uncertainty  of  fu- 
ture events  or  prdfent  evil  can  therefore  be  brought  in  comparifon 
^th  this  "worft  of  all  evils,  rapid,  unlimited,  and  irremediable. 
As  to  the  Scheldt  being  the  objedl  of  the  war,  or  any  regulation 
concemii^  that  river,  you  may  as  well  talk  of  a  chamber-pot  being 
the  objed.     It  is  to  rclift  and  deftroy  the  favage  power  of  a  defpe- 
rate  gang  of  plunderers^  murderers,   tyrants,    and  atheifts,  with 
^om  a  fbte  of  war  is  a  ffaite  of  comparative  refpite  and  fecurity. 
To  treat  widi  them  is  impoilible.     No  one  in  France  can  anfwer 
for  his  head  to-morrow.     An  idea  of  permanent  authority  is  com- 
pletely ridiculous.     Each  fsi^on  reprefents  fo  many  Ombres  Chimis 
who  after  dancing  a  while  before  our  eyes,  pafs  away  in  quick  fuc- 
ceffion,  and  are  heard  of  no  more.     This  cunning  and  malignant 
enemy  makes  war  on  principles,  defperate  and  unknown  ;  (he  muft 
therefore  be  oppofed  by  vigorous  and  unprecedented  meafures,  ftrong 
and  Gomjn'ehenJSve  like  the  prefent.     OAe  of  their  plans  has  been 
to  liberate  at  once  all  the  blacks  in  the  Weft  Indies,  and  this  not 
with  a  view  of  difTeminating  liberty,  but  of  reducing  into  one  com- 
mon ruin  our  iilands  and  their  own.     Thcfe  horrid  plans  of  defola- 
tion  callf(»r  meafures  of  the  moft  fpeedy  and  vigorous  counteraction ; 
and  if  a  war  of  defiru6tion  and  extermination  takes  place,  it  is  they 
that  have  caufed  it.     All  diftinSion  between  ofFeniive  and  defen- 
five  operations  is  deftroyed.     Their  power  muft  perifli  or  Europe 
cannot  be  fafc.     For  thefe  defperate  attempts,  unfortunately  they 
have  found  new  and  efficacious  means  of  perpetration,  the  power 
of  terror  on  the  human  mind  was  never  completely  known  before, 
Aey  have  made  it  fubftitute  or  produce  every  quality  they  foi^ht 
for,  and  thereby  have  gained  poffeffion  of  all  the  energies  of  which 
our  nature  is ,  fufceptible.     It  has  been  faid,  their  exceffes  luve 
arifen  from  being  goaded  to  fury  by  the  combination  againft  them. 
Did  the  former  combinations  in  Europe  againft  particular  ftates 
produce  this  defperation  ?     No.     This  apology  for  their  favage  ex- 
ceffes, is  only  to  be  found  in  Englifli*  writings  and  (peeches,  and  is 
brou^t  forward  as  the  laft  refort  of  argument.     In  fed,  however, 
their  crimes  and  outrages  fpring  diredlly  from  their  principles,  and 
hadexiftence  longpreviousto  the  war— [a  voice  exclaimed  "  with  this 
country."]     I  fay  previous  to  the  war  with  jany  country,  they  had 
tlcgenerated  into  favages,  and  had  excited  the  univerfal  dctcftation  of 
mankind  by  their  own  principle^  and  fpontaneous  afts  of  ferocity. 
In  the  preceding  hiftory  of  Europe,  no  inftance  can  be  given  of  a 
general  combination  againft  liberty.     Man  feeking  relief  from  op- 
preiSon,  and  really  ftn^ir^  for  liberty,  is  an  objedt  of  irrefiftiblc 
Vol.  XXXVIII.  Cc 
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cotnpaffion  to  all  mankind,  and  even  excites  a  fyn^thy  in  tyrants 
tMnafelvcs,  I  therefore  muft  declare, '  that  I  rejokc  ki  ib&  pro- 
pofed  plan  o(  arming  France  againft  France,  and  moft  heartily  afh 
ptove.  of  the  principles  on  which  it  is  maintained^  The  war  maft 
no'longer  be  confined  to  the  vain  attempt  of  raifitig  a  barrier  to  the 
larwlefs  and  favage  power  of  France,  but  muft  be  direfted  to  the  only 
rational  end  it  can  purfue— namely,  the  entire  deftru£lion  of  the 
defperate  horde  which  gave  it  birth. 

Mr.  FOX  faid,  he  had  merely  argued,  that  if,  as  had  always 
bei^n  admitted,  our  compafllon  for  the  emigrants  was  not  the  caufe 
c^  going  to  war,  then  it  was  wrong  to  employ  them  in  any  caufe  of 
ours  diilinft  from  their  own.  ,  He  had  not  maintained  the  right,  but 
that  it  was  the  general  pradice  to  treat  fuch  men  as  rebels.  Of  all 
arbitrary  governments,  for  he  never  thought  of  comparing  it  with 
any  free  government,  the  old  government  of  France  was  the  moft 
opprefli  ve  to  the  lower  clalTes  of  people.  He  had  faid  that  the  com- 
bination againft  the  French  was  the  caufe  of  many  of  their  crimes, 
but  if  he  was  fuppofed  to  ftate  that  as  an  apology  for  them,  be  was 
mifunderftood. 

Mr.  BURKE  faid,  he  knew  that  nothing  could  be  fiarther  from 
die  intention  of  the  r^ht  honourable  gentleman  ;  he  had  only  confi- 
dered  what  would  be  the  efFeft  of  his  aigument.  He  was  convinced 
in  his  mind  the  right  honourable  Member  abominated  the  tranfaflion^ 
now  mentioned ;  but  he  was  apprehenfive  his  remarks,  as  ftated^ 
might  make  a  wrong  impreffion  on  thofe  who  heard  him. 

Mr.  SHERIDAN  faid,  that  there  was  one  circumftance,  and 
one  affertion,  in  which  he  believed  he  (hould  be  joined  by  the  ma- 
jority of  the  Houfe,  which  was,  that  the  difqualifying  fentence 
paffed  by  the  right  honourable  gentleman  (Mr.  Burke)  upon  him- 
fclf,  was  altogether  unfounded ;  for  he  never  heard  the  honourable 
gentleman  difplay  more  talents,  more  variety,  or  more  eloquence, 
than  on  the  prefent  occafion  ;  and  he  (hewed  by  no  means  any  ap- 
pearance of  declining  faculties  or  powers  in  the  waine,  except  when 
the  right  honourable  gentlem.in  found  it  convenient^  for  the  fake  of 
aigument,  to  lofe  his  memory,  il^ut  though  confefiing  his  fplendid 
talents,  he  could  not  grant  to  the  right  honourable  gentleman  one 
quality  which  he  aiTumed  to  himfelf,  that  of  being  a  plain  matter  of 
faft  man ;  for  he  certainly  had  never  heard  a  more  varied  fency,  or 
fplendid  imagination  difplayed,  or  greater  arts  ex«rcifed  to  inflame 
the  mind  or  miflead  the  reafon.  Humanity  had  been  dwelt  very 
much  upon  by  the  right  honourable  gentleman,  and,  was  he  not  con- 
vinced to  the  contrary,  he  (hoyld  Qoniider  him  as  difplaying  an  in- 
ftance  of  the  total  want  of  it,  fnnn  the  levity  with  which  he  fpok^ 
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at  all  dines  when  any  oppcvtunitjr  oocurred,  of  the  murders,  maf- 
fao-es,  and  guillotines  of  a  neighbouring  country.  He  could  not 
this  night  fay  it  M^as  a  fmile  of  indignation,  for  through  the  whole 
of  tus  fpeechy  he  was  fuU  of  his  jokes  upon  thofe  ferious  and  cala- 
mitous fubje£U.  But  as  to  the  enormities  committed  by  the  people 
of  France,  and  which  he  by  no  means  was  defirous  to  palliate,  he 
only  wifhed  to  inquire  how  hr  thefe  are  to  be  attributed  to  the  people 
themfdves,  and  how  far  to  the  ancient  form  of  their  Government. 
The  right  honourable  gentleman  has  faid,  that  it  was  a  ihong  pre** 
fumpdon  againft  any  Government,  when  the  generality  of  mankind 
life  in  arms  againft  them  ;  this  pofition  may  be  veiy  true,  but  it  is 
alfo  a  ftrong  prefumption  againft  any  form  of  Government  that 
chances  to  be  fubveited  by  any  fudden  revolution,  when  the  people 
of  diat  Government  are  found,  as  foon  as  their  bands  are  broken, 
committing  every  fpedes  of  violence  and  enormity,  that  the  Go- 
vernment idelf  was  a  bad  one ;  for  whatever  vice,  whatever  enor- 
mides  are  committed  by  this  people,  they  could  not  have  learned 
from  the  fudden  change  of  Government,  they  muft  have  acquired 
under  that  Government  inhere  their  principles  muft  have  been  form- 
ed :  if  they  were  prone  to  deprive  others  of  their  property,  it  was 
becaufe  they  were  accuftomed  to  fee  but  fmall  refpe£t  paid  to  pro- 
perty ;  if  they  were  eager  to  fpill  innocent  blood,  it  arofe  from  their 
being  accuftomed  to  fee  the  life  of  man  made  light  of,  and  the  hu- 
man form  difregarded.  The  right  honourable  gentleman  talks  of  the 
fecurity  under  the  ancient  Government  of  France,  when  eveiy  man 
enjoyed  himfelf  in  peace  under  his  own  vine  and  under  his  ownfig^ 
tree  ;  furcly  the  honourable  gentleman  cannot  he  ferious  in  the  af- 
fertion,  he  muft  furely  have  loft  all  remembrance  of  what  the  ancient 
Government  of  France  was.  He  is  alfo  lavifti  in  his  praifes  of 
their  Courts  of  Juftice,  which  were  notorious  for  their  mifcondu£l 
and  perverfion  of  right.  Their  clergy,  at  leaft  the  higher  orders  of 
them,  were  profefTed  Atheifts  or  Deifts,  and  not  a  fingle  man  in 
the  whole  country  who  afFeded  any  knowledge  of  the  world,  or 
pretended  to  common  fenfe,  that  would  not  confidcr  the  opinion  of  the 
right  honourable  gentleman,  with  regard  totheir  religion,  an  infult  to 
their  underftanding,  rather  than  a  compliment  to  their  virtue  ;  hence 
fprung  thofe  atheiftii^  principles,  this  want  of  every  virtue  of  which 
we  complain.  The  right  honourable  gentleman  has  faid  that  they  were 
wild  beafts  before  we  attacked  them,  and  that  it  was  on  account  of 
their  being  fo,  that  it  was  found  expedient  and  neceflary  fo  to  do* 
He  wMhed  to  know,  if  previous  |o  the  attack  of  the  two  moft  conii- 
derable  of  the  combined  powers,  Pruffia  and  Auftria,  they  were  the 
wild  beafts  the  right  honourable  gentleman  had  defcribed  ?  If  fo,  why 
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did  we  not  then  attack  them  ?  Why  rather  boaft  oT  our  parfiality 
towards  them,  and  exprcfs  a  wifh  to  conciliate  their  fricndfhip,  and 
court  their  alliance,  [Here  a  cry  of  "  No!  No !"]  at  leaft  it  muft 
be  granted  that  we  endeavoured  to  conciliate  them  fo  far  as  to  pre- 
ferve  peace  with  them,  and  were  on  every  occafion,  boafiful  of  our 
obfervancc  of  neutrality. 

*The  right  honourable  gentleman  alfo  expreffed  a  wifh  for  a  power- 
ful army  to  break  through  the  cruft  of  the  iron  frontier  of  that  coun- 
try, and  to  make  the  French  emigrants  the  point  of  that  wedge ; 
to  be  fiire  It  was  putting  thofe  gentlemen  in  the  moft  dangerous  poft, 
but  he  had  no  doubt  but  that  their  high  fenfe  of  honour  woiild 
make  them  anxious  to  fill  it.  But  are  we  certain  of  fuccefs  from 
this  meafure,  fuppofing  we  could  even  raife  aji  army  of  two  or  three 
hundred  thoufand  men  ?  For  notwithftanding  the  idea  of  the  right 
honourable  gentleman  (Mr.  Dundas)  that  if  he  could  once  mufter 
fuch  an  army,  it  would  maintain  itfelf,  he  btlieved  it  would  not  be 
found  fo  eaiy  a  matter  to  efFeft,  for  probably  it  would  but  induce 
the  people  to  rife  in  large  bodies,  and  form  a  more  confiderable 
mafs  to  oppofe  this  formidable  army  ;  and  it  is  a  well-known  661, 
that  in  La  Vandee  there  was  at  one  period  200,000  men  in  adual 
rebellion— but  even  that  number,  formidable  as  it  was,  the  Conven- 
tion found  means  to  fupprefs.  He  wifhed  to  call  to  the  right  honour- 
able gentleman's  recolledtion^j  though  he  was  convinced  his  memory 
was  wholly  unimpaired,  except  when  forgetfulnefs  might  be  attended 
with  convenience,  that  in  the  cafe  of  America  this  idea  was  held 
forth  to  the  public,  that  tlie  majority  of  the  people  there  were  really 
^verfe  to  the  ruling  power,  and  that  they  wanted  noAing  but  en- 
couragement to  induce  them  to  declare  themfelvcs ;  but  this  proved 
but  a  vain  and  delufive  hope,  and  fuch  would  be  the  event  of  the 
prefent  meafure,  and  the  prefent  expeftations  held  out  to  the  public. 
The  fmall  word  (yes)  which  the  right  honburable  gentleman  af- 
fefted  to  treat  with  fo  much  levity,  and  upon  which  he  unheceffa- 
rily  difplayed  fo  much  wit  and  humour,  went  to  convey  an  appro- 
baticn  of  a  fyftem  of  retaliation  which  was  not  a  proper  fubjeft  of 
mirth.  But  after  all  the  right  honourable  Member  has  been  pleafed 
to  advance  on  the  fubjeft,  it  is  impoffible  to  fay  whether  that  fyftem 
is  to  be  adopted  ;  it  is  but  right,  not  for  the  information  of  an  in- 
dividual merely,  but  for  the  information  of  thofe:  perfons  to  be  em- 
ployed under  the  bill.  A  certain  noble  Lord  (Mulgtavie)  high  in 
the  fervice  of  His  Majefty,  and  as  he  fuppofed,  enjoying  the  confi- 
dence of  His  Majefty's  Minifters,  had  declared,  that,  in  his  opi- 
nion, the  fyftem  of  retaliation  was  to  be  adopted  ;  and  he  fuppofed 
^  did  not  fay  this  without  the  approbation  of  thofe  with  whom  he 
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aded ;  but  at  die  lame  time,  he  wifhed  f<»r  an  explicit  declaration 
upon  the  fubjed.  The  favage  nature  of  the  French,  their  unex*- 
amj^ed  ferocity,  bad  been  expatiated  upon  much  at  large ;  but,  he 
believed,  with  regard  to  their  treatment  of  their  prifoners,  th^ 
a6led  on  humane  and  honourable  principles ;  he  wi(hed  to  know 
from  the  noble  Lord  if  the  fad  was  fo  or  not.  [//iV  Lordjhip  nodded 
ajfent,']  The  ri^t  honourable  gentleman  had  quoted  a  variety  of  pre* 
cedents  with  refpeS  to  the  do£lrine  of  retaliation  as  to  its  pradice ; 
and  in  each  of  thefe  precedents,  except  with  regard  to  America,  he 
had  completely  failed.  The  firft  is  the  condu£{  of  the  Englifh  with 
r^ard  to  the  Irifli  regiments  in  the  French  fervice  in  the  year  1 745, 
a  fpace  of  near  60  years,  when  they  took  fome  of  them  prifoners ; 
but  it  was  not  very  probable  that  many  of  thofe  who  left  Ireland  in 
1688,  returned  to  invade  England  in  1 745  ;  but  even  in  this  he 
makes  an  excq)tion  with  refpc£l  to  fome  who  were^'engaged  in  a 
plan  to  fubvcrt  the  Government  of  this  country,  who  wctc  punifherf ; 
which  will  be  exadUy  the  fituation  of  the  perfons  to  be  employed 
under  the  prefcnt  bill.  The  next  precedent  was  the  conduct  of  the 
French  to  Lord  Ligpnier,  when  taken  prifoner,  who  was  one  of 
the  French  Refugees  baniftied  from  France  by  the  revocation  of  Ac 
Edid  of  Nantz,  (which  was  in  itfelf  one  of  the  moft  cruel  and 
barbarous  anions  that  ever  difgraced  hiftory)  in  the  year  1682, 
and  he  was  taken  prifoner  in  the  year  1 747,  a  period  of  fixty-five 
years ;  fo  that  the  probability  is,  that  it  was  the  father  of  his  Lord- 
fhip  who  was  a  refugee,  or  at  Icaft  that  his  Lordfhip  muft  have 
been  but  a  child  in  arms  at  the  time.  But  what  was  the  objeA  of 
this  war,  to  fubvert  the  exifting  Government  of  France,  or  to  de- 
ftroy  the  ruling  powers  there ;  and  therefore  it  is  pofliblc  that  fuch 
of  the  fubjeds  of  France  as  are  taken  in  arms  for  this  purpofe,  will 
be  treated  as  rebels.  Thofe  frantic,  furious,  and  murderous  difpo- 
litions  which  the  French  have  difcovered,  were  not  (hewn,  fays  the 
ri^t  honourable  gentleman  (Mr.  Burke)  by  Louis  XIV.  when  all 
Europe  united  againil  him,  nor  by  the  Venetians  when  the  League 
of  Cambray  was  formed  ;  for  this  plain  and  obvious  reafon,  there 
was  no  Intention  to  defttoy  j(x>uis  XIV.  or  his  Government,  or  to  * 
fubvert  the  eilablifhed  form  of  Government  of  Venice  ;  but  in  the 
prcfent  cafe,  our'  avowed  objeft  is  the  fubvcrfion  of  the  exifting 
j)Ower  of  France,  and  thofe  who  bear  rule  there.  In  the  early 
part  of  his  fpeech,  the  right  honourable  gentleman  (Mr.  Burke)  1 
treated  wit^  much  levity  and  ridicule,  the  humanity  profeflfed  by  my  ' 
right  honourable  friend  towards  the  emigrants.  We  afford  compaf- 
fion— we  fympathife  with  them— but  will  not  do  any  thing  to  reftore  . 
them.    The  application  of  th^  principle  of  humanity  to  them  is  this. 
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not  to  hold  out  to  them  a  promlfe  of  protedHon,  which  we  may  not 
afterwards  be  able  to  afford  them.     He  called  to  the  mind  of  the 
right  honourable  gentleman,  the  prote<SHon  promifed  to  the  people 
of  La  Vandee,  but  never  granted.     He  defired  him  to  recolleft  the 
promifed  proteftion  of  the  Toulonefe,  whom  we  afterwards  proved 
unequal  to  proteft.     He  wifhed  alfo,  if  neceffaiy,  to  rcfrefh  the 
memory  of  the  right  honourable  gentleman  (Mr.  Burke)  on  the 
fubjedt  of  holding  out  proteftion  to  the  American  Loyalifts  ;  a  prin- 
ciple againfi  which  the  right  honourable  gentleman  himfclf  wrote, 
and  fpoke  with  infinite  ability,  and  predidled  what  would  be  the 
confequence  of  fuch  offered  protedion  ;  predidions  which  were  af- 
terwards completely  verified.     Another  right  honourable  Member 
(Mr.  Dundas)  had  faid,  that  the  queflion  he  found  mcA  difficult 
to  anfwer  on  this  fubjed  was,  why  the  meafure  was  not  adopted  be- 
fore ?  The  reafon  was,  that  the  objeft  of  the  war  was  not  what  it 
ttow  is,  the  fubverfion  of  the  French  Government.     Or  perhaps 
the  right  honourable  gentleman  might  think  it  a  more  convenient 
feafon  when  the  infurgents  in  La  Vandee  are  fuppreffed ;  and  that 
the  French  will  have  a  ftronger  reliance  on,  and  hope  of  fecurity 
from,  our  promifed  proteSion,  in  confequence  of  having  witnefTed 
our  faith  to  the  Toulonefe.     That  right  honourable  gentleman 
fpeaking  of  the  mildnefs  of  our  laws,  alks  which  is  the  greater 
crime,  ftealing  a  cheefe  out  of  a  window,  which  an  unfortunate 
man  may  do,  either  from  an  unfortunate  propenfity,  or  from  the 
preffure  of  neceflity ;  or  that  ..of  endeavouring  to  excite  fedition, 
and  infufe  difcontcnt  among  His  Majefty's  fubjecSs  ?   In  this  cafe 
the  right  honourable  gentleman  has  done  what  he  is  often  much 
difpofed  to  do,  he  aflfumes  as  a  ground  what  is  not  faft,  and  rcafons 
from  it  afterwards.     The  perfons  to  whom  he  alludes,  fo  far  from 
being  guilty,  or  convifted  of  the  crimes  which  he  imputes  to  them, 
have  not  even  been  charged  with  any  fuch  offence.     With  regard 
to  the  prefent  bill,  he  contended,  thkt  if  it  was  paflTed  in  the  form 
in  which  it  then  was,  that  the  Houfe  of  Commons  would  no  longer 
baVe  exiftence  as  a  Houfe  of  Commons,  becaufe  they  would  abandon 
thofe  two  great  principles  upon  which  their  authority  depends,  the 
power  of  a  check  upon  the.Crown,  by  having  an  annual  opportunity 
of  difbanding  the  army  and  the  guardianfhip  of  the  public  purfe ; 
that  then  they  might  have  reafon  to  confole  thcmfelves  when  they 
returned  to  their  conftituents  and  flated,  that  they  had  refiged  thofe 
great  privileges  of  which  they  had  been  appointed  the  gyardians.  He 
(hewed  thit  under  the  unlimited  authority,  both  as  to  the  expence 
that  may  be  incurred,  and  the  number  of  troops  which  may  be  em- 
ployed, the  King,  if  he  chofe,  might  not  call  a  P^liament  in  the 
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next  year ;  but  this,  he  was  fure>  would  be  thought  an  extreme  cafe» 
when  gendemen  called  to  mind  the  virtues,  integrity^  and  regard 
fen*  the  Conititution,  which  His  Majefty's  prcfent  advifers  were 
known  to  polSfefs.  He  eameftly  befought  the  right  honourable 
gentleman  (Mr.  Pitt)  to  confent  to  limit  the  duration  of  the 
bill  to  one  year,  as  it  could  by  no  means  impede  the  fuccefs 
of  his  object. 

Lord  MULGRA  VE  faid,  that  being  fo  particularly  called  upon 
by  the  honourable  gentleman  who  fpoke  laft,  was  the  only  reafon 
that  he  had  fbc  entering  at  all  into  the  debate  that  night.  He  muft 
(ay,  in  anfwer  to  that  honourable  gentleman,  that  though  he  ufually 
agreed  with  his  right  honourable  friends  near  him,  he  certainly  was 
not  in  their  confidence  with  refpecl  to  what  had  been  done  at  Tou- 
lon i  what  he  had  done  there  was  merely  what  he  conceived  his 
duty  dilated  to  him,  and  what  he  had  faid  lince  his  return,  did  not 
proceed  &om  any  particular  confidence  repofcd  in  him  by  his  right 
honourable  friend,  or  thofe  who  had  brought  forw^ard  the  difcufTion 
of  that  fubjeft.  He  repeated  what  he  had  faid  on  a  former  day  rc- 
fpe^ting '  retaliation.  As  to  what  had  been  faid  of  the  affair  at 
Toulon,  as  an  experiment,  the  fuccefs  of  which,  or  difappointment 
attending  the  evacuation  of  it,  he  did  not  confider  to  be  of  fo  much 
C(Mifequence  on  the  future  operations  of  the  war,  as  the  honourable 
gentlemah  had  Aated  it  to  be  ;  but  he  begged  leave  to  decline  faying 
any  thing  about  the  plan  or  execution  of  that  bufincfs.  While  he 
had  t;he  command  of  the  Britifh  troops  there,  and  the  French  whp 
voluntarily  flocked  to  their  fiandard  under  the  authority  and  invita* 
tion  of  His  Majefiy's  proclamation,  he  had  always  confidered  the 
latter  entitled  in  every  refped  to  the  fame  protedtion  from  him  as 
the  Britilh  troops.  He  faid  when  Toulon  was  delivered  to  the 
Britiih  forces,  the  people  there  were  then  divided  into  two  parties, 
thofe  who  adied  under  the  authority  of  the  Convgition,  and  exifting 
power  in  Paris,  and  the  others  who  were  for  the  refloration  of  the 
Conftitution  of  1789,  and,  above  all,  dedidcdly  for  monarchy. 
They  were  nearly  equal  in  power  and  numbers,  and  had  a  fufficient 
force  been  there  to  aid  die  latter,  he  believed  the  experiment,  as  it 
had  been  called,  would  not  have  failed  of  fuccefs ;  that  force  indeed, 
from  the  meafures  that  were  taken,  would  foon  have  arrived ;  but  it 
Was  to  be  recoUeded  that  the  force  of  the  French  was  daily  increaf- 
ing  to  a  much  greater  degree.  He  would  not  fay  that  the  French 
army  afting  againft  Toulon  were  united  in  their  fentiments ;  he 
believed  it  to  be  othcrwife,  and  had  reafon  to  do  fo  from  the  nuir- 
bcr  of  deferters  who  came  in  ;  many  of  thefe  were  merchants,  and 
other  people  of  confideration ;  and  when  they  ftated  that  a  fpirit  of 
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revolt  exifted  In  the  French  anny,  it  became  neccffary  to  afk  Aem^ 
**  If  that  is  the  cafe,  why  do  you  not  a6t  with  more  energy  \  Why 
do  not  thofe  who  are  diffatisfied  unite  in  a  body  and  come  over  to 
us  at  once,  either  in  the  night  time,  or  any  way  they  find  it  prac- 
ticable ?  The  anfwer  was,  that  they  were  fo  guarded  and  watched 
by  fpies,  that  the  two  neareft  neighbours  who  had  been  in  terms 
of  intimacy  and  friendfhip  all  their  lives,  had  no  opportunity  of 
communicating  their  fentiments  to  one  another,  not  of  any  fufpi- 
cions  entertained  of  difafFe6lion  to  the  common  caufe,  but  from  a 
fear  that  there  might  be  a  want  of  firmnefs  and  fteadincfs  in  their 
conduft.  With  regard  to  the  evacua6on  of  Toulon,  it  was  not  for 
him,  whatever  knowledge  he  might  poffefs  on  the  fubjeA,  to  offer 
any  vindication  for  thofe  who  had  the  condudl  of  that  meafure :  he 
could  have  wiihed  that  no  harfh  expreffions  had  been  ufed  refpc<Sting 
it,  particularly  till  thofe  who  were  moft  concerned  were  prefent  to 
account  for  their  conduft ;  and  he  was  fure  the  honourable  gentle- 
man would  be  as  much  hurt  as  any  man  could  be,  were  he  to  ufe 
any  fuch  expreffionsj  and  afterwards  find  that  they  were  not  me- 
rited^— Recurring  to  the  fubjecft  of  retaliation,  he  was  not  afiraid  of 
any  bad  confequence  arifing  from  what  he  had  fiated  his  opinions  to 
be,  and  he  certainly  never  meant  to  fay,  that  retaliation  was  to  be 
ufed  by  foidiers  without  the  exprefs  command  of  their  oflicer.  As 
to  the  conduft  of  the  French  towards  the  prifoners  they  had  taken, 
he  agreed  with  the  honourable  gentleman,  for  he  had  never  heard 
that  any  of  them  had  been  ill  ufed,  at  the  fame  time  he  (hould  be 
forry  indeed  if  the  conduft  of  the  Britifli,  upon  a  comparifon,  had 
not  far  furpaffed,  in  humanity  and  generofity,  any  thing  that  the 
French  or  any  other  nation  could  boaft  of.— To  fliew  how  impro- 
bable it  was  that  Britifh  foldiers  would  ever  a6t  unbecomingly  on 
fuch  occafions,  he  wiftied  the  Houfe  to  be  acquainted  with  the  fol- 
lowing very  honourable  tranfaftion  :— 

During  the  grand  attack  which  produced  the  evacuation  of  Tou- 
lon, the  French,  at  the  ftorming  of  Fort  Mulgrave,  difgraced  their 
fucceffes  by  putting  all  the  Britifh  troops  unmercifiiUy  to  the  fword. 
This  naturally  excited  the  utmoft  refentment  and  indignation  in  the 
breads  of  the  Englifh,  who,  fince  having  occafion  in  their  turn  to 
ftorm  a  fort  in  Corfica,  came  to  a  ferious  refolution  of  avenging  the 
maffacre  of  their  comrades,  by  abfolutely  refiifing  quarter,  in  cafe 
they  fhould  be  fuccefsful.  They  forced  the  French  troops  at  the 
point  of  the  bayonet ;  and,  as  foon  as  they  found  themfelves  viiSors, 
they  nobly  relented  from  their  fanguinary  refolution.  The  Corfi- 
cans,  a^hiated  by  a  lefs  generous  impulfe,  were  proceeding  to  the 
work  of  (laughter ;  but  the  generous  Britons  piotedted  the  proftratc 
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foe,  by  the  entire. interference  of  knocking  down  their  own  allies. 
He  confeffcd,  that,  with  the  exception  mentioned,  he'knew  of  no 
inftance  where  the  French  condudVed  themfelvcs  with  any  inhuma- 
nity towards  their  Britilh  prifoners,  and  was  in  hopes  that  againft 
fo  generous  an  adverfary,  they  would  be  guilty  of  nothing  which 
fliould  call  for  feverc  retaliation. 

The  noble  Lord  not  wifhing  to  go  into  the  other  parts  of  the 
bill,  concluded  with  a  few  remarks  upon  what  had  fallen  from  Mr. 
Sheridan,  refpeding  the  duration  of  the  bill,  which  he  thought 
could  have  no  efFedl  upon  the  enlifting  of  the  emigrants  ;  for  though 
the  Mutiny  Bill  was  paffed  annually,  yet  all  foldiers  were  enlifted 
for  life,  and  not  during  the  yttlt,  or  for  any  fpecified  time. 

Mr.  Secretary  DUNDAS  explained  ;  he  wiflicd  to  avoid  every 
thing  like  a  difagrccment  with  the  noble  Lord.  Upon  the  fubjeft 
of  retaliation,  what  he  had  meant  was,  and  he  believed  the  noble 
Lord  would  agree  with  him,  that  retaliation  on  all  occafions  was  to 
be  ufed  only  as  a  difcrctionary  power  under  the  control  of  thofe  who 
comniandcd. 

Mr.  W.  SMITH  faid,  that  he  muft  fay  a  few  words  with  refpeft 
to  fome  affertions  that  had  fallen  in  the  courfe  of  the  debate.  The 
afperfions  againft  the  prcfent  rulers  of  France,  on  the  fcore  of  irrc- 
ligion,  would  fcem  to  infinuate  as  if  under  the  ancient  fyftem  they 
had  been  a  pious  and  moral  people.  He  begged  leave  to  tell  a  fhort 
anecdote,  on  the  truth  of  which  he  could  pledge  himfelf — In  the 
houfe  of  a  nobleman  in  France,  where  a  number  of  dignitaries  of 
the  church  were  prefent,  religion  was  brought  on  the  table,  and  it 
l;umed  out  that  a  more  unfavoury  diih  could  not  have  been  pro- 
duced ;  for  the  Biihops  to  a  man  made  it  an  objefl  of  ridicule,  and 
the  JEnglifhman  only  fpoke  w:ith  refpeft  of  the  gofpel.  The  Irifti 
Chaplain  of  a  Peer  who  was  prefent,  advanced  and  embraced  him, 
and  affured  him  with  tears  in  his  eyes,  that  he  was  the  only  Chrif- 
tian  in  company.  Of  the  courts  of  law  under  the  old  fyftem  of 
France,  the  profligacy  and  corruption  were  fo  notorious,  as  to  make 
it  unneceffary  for  him  to  fay  a  word :  nothing  could  be  more  de- 
plorable or  more  oppreflive.  The  right  honourable  gentleman  (Mr. 
Burke)  had  faid,  that  the  great  majority  of  the  people  under  all  Go- 
vernments were  comparatively  miferable.  In  his  mind  this  was  a 
moft  (hocking  thing  to  fay  of  human  Governments,  at  leaft,  in 
which  there  was  much  pofitivc  happincfs.  The  people  of  Holland, 
where  the  population  was  infinitely  greater  than  that  of  France, 
enjoyed  the  comforts  of  life. — The  people  of  France  under  the  old 
Government  wanted  even  the  neccffaries.  In  regard  to  the  prefent 
bill,  he  had  fufpedled  that  he  was  guilty  of  exaggeration  when  he 
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faid  that  1 00,000  men  might  be  brought  into  the  pay  of  this  coun- 
try, under  its  operation,  but  he  now  found  that  there  might  be  even 
500,000  men  in  our  pay,  and  this  without  any  other  limitation 
than  the  duration  of  the  war. 

The  queftion  for  the  third  reading  of  the  bill  was  put,  and 
paffed  in  the  affirmative.  The  bill  was  read  a  third  time  and 
paffed. 

.  Mr.  BURKE  brought  up  the  Report  of  the  Managers  appointed 
to  inquire  into  the  caufcs  of  the  delay  in  the  trial  of  Mr.  Haftings, 
&c. 

The  Report,  which  was  of  confidcrable  bulk,  w^as  read  a  firft 
time  pro  formay  and  ordered  to  lie  upon  the  table. 

Mr.  BURKE  then  moved,  that  it  be  printed  for  tfie  ufe  of  the 
Members. 

The  Mafter  of  the  Rolls  and  Mr.  Law  oppofed  the  printing — 
Mr.  Chancellor  Pitt,  Mr.  Fox,  Mr., Secretary  Dundas,-  Mr.  She- 
ridan, and  others,  were  for  it ;  the  motion  was  at  laft  agreed  to,  and 
a  fufficient  number  of  copies  for  the  ufe  of  the  Members  ordered  to 
be  printed.  After  which,  the  Houfe  having  difpofed  of  the  re- 
maining orders,  adjourned  to  Monday  fe'nnight. 

Monday f   2^ih  April 

Mr.  Secretary  DUNDAS  acquainted  the  Houfe,  that  he  had  a 
Meffage  from  His  Majefty  to  this  Houfe,  ligncd  by  His  Majefty  \ 
he  prefented  the  fame  to  the  Houfe,  which  was  read  by  the  Speaker, 
and  is  as  followeth,  viz. 

GEORGE  R. 

His  Majejly  has  ordered  coptes  of  a  Treaty,  zvhkh  has  heen  figned 
at  the  Hague y  by  the  Plenipotentiaries  of  His  Majejly  and  the  States 
General  of  the  United  Provinces  on  the  one  party  and  by  the  Plenipo- 
tentiary of  the  King  of  Pruffia  on  the  other  part ;  and  lihewife  of  a 
convention  agreed  upon  between  the  refpeSiive  Plenipotentiaries  of  His 
Majejly  and  the  States  General,  to  be  laid  before  the  Houfe  :  and  His 
Majejly,  relying  on  the  zealous  and  affeSlionatc  fupport  of  his  faithful 
Commons,  in  the  vigorous  profecution  of  the  war  in  which  he  is  en- 
gage^,  recommends  it  to  this  Houfe  to  conjider  of  making  provifm  to- 
'  ward^.^  enabling  His  Majejly  to  fulfill  the  engagements  which  Hts 
Majejly  has  entered  into,  as  well  as  to  defray  any  extraordinary 
expence}  which  may  be  incurred  for  the  fervice  of  the  prejent  yeaf) 
and-fo  takefuch  meafures  as  the  exigency  of  affairs  may  require. 

2  G.  R' 
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Refolvcd,  That  this  Houfe  will,  upon  Wcdnefday  morning 
next,  refolve  itfelf  into  a  Committee  of  the  whole  Houfc,  to  take 
His  Majefty's  faid  moft  gracious  Meffage  into  confideration. 

Mr.  CURWEN  faid,  it  would  be  of  importance  that  the  Houfe 
ftiould  be  full  on  the  difcuflion  of  this  fubjed^,  and  therefore  he 
Trifhed  for  a  call  of  the  Houfe.  He  intimated,  that  he  fliould 
bring  forward  a  motion  for  the  call  of  the  Houfe  before  this  bufinefs 
fliould  be  difcufled. 

Mr.  FOX  thought  Wednefday  next  much  too  early  a  day  for 
the  difcuflion  of  this  bufinefs.  It  would  be  impoflible  before  that 
time  for  the  Houfc  to  be  acquainted  with  the  papers  to  which  the 
meffage  referred.  It  was  ncceffary  above  all  that  the  Houfc  (hould, 
for  fome  time  previous  to  the  difcuflion  of  the  fubjcd,  know  fomc- 
thing  of  the  extent  of  the  engagements  to  which  the  mcflage  re- 
fen-ed ;  for  thcfe  reafons  he  ftiould  move  that  Monday  n^xt  be 
a^Jointcd  inftead  of  Wcdnefday. 

Mr.  Chancellor  PITT  obferved,  that  the  Houfe  was  aware 
fome  time  ago,  that  fomctliing  of  this  nature  was  to  come  under 
their  confideration,  and  therefore  no  perfon  could  be  furprifed  by 
it,  for  the  point  was  not  in  fatl  new.  With  regard  to  the  call 
of  the  Houfe,  he  did  not  believe  it  would  be  ncccflary  on  this  occa- 
fion.     He  faw  no  reafon  for  the  propofed  delay  at  prefcnt. 

Mr.  SHERIDAN  faid,  the  neceflity  for  the  call  of  the  Houfc 
might  appear  when  tlie  fubje<S  came  under  difcuflion :  what  he 
chiefly  wanted  at  prefcnt  to  know  was  the  quantum  of  fubfidy  to  be 
given  to  the  King  of  Pruflia,  and  diis  could  hardly  be  known  by 
the  Houfe  within  the  time  limited  for  die  difcuflTion,  unlefs  the  Mi- 
nifter  gave  the  fubflance  of  the  papers  now,  for  they  could  hardly 
be  in  the  hands  of  the  Members  by  Wednefday. 

Mr.  Chancellor  PITT  faid,  it  would  be  much  more  regular 
for  the  Houfc  to  perufe  the  papers  themfelves,  which  would  be 
ready  to-night  or  to-morrow  morning,  than  to  take  the  outlines  of 
their  contents,  from  any  ftatement  from  him. 

Mr.  Secretary  DUNDAS  then  brought  up  copies  of  the  treaties 
alluded  to  in  the  King's  Meflage,  the  titles  of  which  were  read, 
dated  at  the  Hague,   1 9th  of  April,   1 794. 

Mr.  SHERIDAN  faid,  that  if  the  Minifler  did  not  chufe  to 
ftate  the  fubftance  of  thofc  treaties  now  before  the  Houfe,  he  ihould 
move  tliat  the  whole  of  tiiem  ftiould  be  read ;  in  which  cafe,  tlic 
Minifter  ftiould  judge  whether  it  was  worth  his  while  to  fave  the 
time  of  the  Houfe  or  not. 

Mr.  Chancellor  PITT  faid,  he  had  no  objeaion  to  ftatc  the 
account  of  his  Majefty's  engagement,   on  the  part  of  this  country. 
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with  his  Majefty  the  King  of  Pruflia.     The  King  of  Pruffia  en- 
gaged  to  bring  into  the  field  in  all  62,000  men,  or  a  little  more, 
to  be  employed  according  to  military  regulations  ;  this  number 
included  his  Pruffian  Majefty's  contingent,  which  he  was  to  fupply 
towards  the  war,  without  this  fubfidizing  treaty ;  that  contingent 
amounted  to  about  30,000.     The  confidcration  of  this  was,  that 
the  King  of  Pruflia  was  to  receive  50,0001.  fterling  per  month; 
befides  which  he  was  to  receive  for  forage,  &c.  for  62,000  men, 
ioo,oool.  per  month,  &c.  a  fum  of  money  on  putting  his  troops 
in  motion,  and  another  on  their  return  ;  fo  that  the  whole  expence 
on  this  country,  would  amount  for  one  year,  under  this  treaty,  to 
i,8oo,oool.  or  thereabouts,  and  for  the  remaining  part  of  the 
•  prcfent  year,  fuppofing  the  war  to  continue  to  that  period,  the  ex- 
pence  would  be  about  1,350,000!.     The  States  General  were  to 
pay  his  Pruflian  Majefty  400,0001. 

Mr.  SHERIDAN  faid,  that  on  account  of  the  unavoidabk 
abfence  of  fome  gentlemen  who  wiflied  to  take  a  fhare  in  the  diC. 
cuflion,  he  (hould  poftpone  the  motion  he  gave  notice  of  making 
to-morrow,  relative  to  tefts  given  to  Catholics  ;  he  (hould  make  it 
the  .firft  open  day  — Monday  was  named  for  that  purpofe. 

On  reading  the  order  of  the  day  for  recomnjitment  of  the  bill 
for  further  preventing  delays  at  the  eleflion  of  Members  to  ferve  in 
Parliament, 

Mr.  FOX  pointed  out  the  impropriety  of  continuing  to  admini- 
fter,  on  fuch  occafions,  the  oath  which  was  called  the  long  oath,  he 
therefore  moved  that  it  (hould  be  left  out,  which  was  agreed  to,  and 
it  paflTed  tlirough  the  ufual  form,  and  the  report  was  ordered  to  be 
received  to-morrow. 

Mr.  SHERIDAN  moved  for  the  remaining  orders  of  the  day 
being  read,  on  which  the  order  for  Counfel  to  be  heard  on  the  Re- 
port ef  the  Aberdeen  Police  bill  was  read  by  the  Clerk. 

Mr.  SHERIDAN  faid,  if  gentlemen  had  given  that  attention 
to  this  cafe  which  it  merited,  it  would  appear  to  be  one  of  the  moft 
daring  meafures  which  ever  was  brought  forward  in  Parliament, 
It  was  contrary  to  the  opinions  and  feelings  of  many  thoufands  who 
were  to  be  afFedled  by  it,  and  it  appeared  totally  unneceflTary ;  for 
there  were  funds  in  the  management  of  the  Town  Council  ample 
and  abundant  for  every  purpofe  propofed  by  the  bill.  He  could  not 
conceive  it  proper,  therefore,  that  a  bufinefs  of  fuch  deep  impor- 
tance, and  afFcfting  the  interefts  of  (b  many  thoufands,  fliould  be 
brought  forward  in  fo  thin  a  Houfe. 

Sir  THOMAS  DUNDAS  faid,  the  cafe  was  one  of  a  ver>^  ex- 
traordinary nature  indeed.     There  were  ample  funds  for  everj'  pur- 
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pofe  required,  and  the  Town  Council  of  Aberdeen,  in  pofieflion  of 
ihefe  funds,  ought  certainly  to  have  fumilhed  from  the  public 
revenue  of  the  buigh,  long  ere  now,  thofc  very  articles  for  which 
they  now  demanded  a  tax  from  tlie  inhabitants  by  authoritj'  of  Par- 
liament. 

Mr.  ALLARDYCE  contended  for  the  propriety  of  the  bill,  and 
6id  if  fuch  oppofition  was  given  to  it,  he  would  move  to-morrow 
to  have  the  order  of  the  Houfc,  for  being  heard  by  Counfel,  dif- 
charged. 

Colonel  MACLEOD  faid,  the  bufmcfs  appeared  to  him  as  of 
too  deep  importance  to  be  brought  forward  in  a  thin  Houfc.  The 
number  prefent  was  not  fuch  as  to  juftify  proceeding  in  it,  con- 
formable to  the  rules  of  the  Houfe  ;  and  there  being  only  twenty- 
one  Members  prefent,  the  Houfe  adjourned. 

Tuefday,    l^gth  April. 

Mr.  BURKE  moved  that  the  order  of  the  day  for  printing  the 
Report  of  the  Committee  appointed  to.confider  of  the  caufes  of  the 
delay  in  the  trial  of  Warren  Haftings,  Efq.  be  difcharged,  w^hich, 
after  fome  convcrfation,  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  Burke  then  moved  that  the  Report  be  recommitted,  upon 
which,  after  a  defultory  convcrfation,  the  Houfc  divided, 
Ayes,  52  ;  Noes,  20— Majority,  32. 

Mr.  CURWEN  begged  leave  to  call  the  attention  of  the  Houfc 
to  the  propoiition  which  he  purpofcd  to  make,  relative  to  the  bufinefs 
of  the  Pruflian  Subfidy  :  the  magnitude  of  the  fubjeS  was  fuch  as 
demanded  ferious'confideration,  and  fhould  not  be  hurried  forward 
in  an  extraordinary  manner.     It  was  the  duty  of  the  Houfe  to  give 
it  fuch  difcuffion  as  fo  important  a  queftion  feemed  to  require,  and 
not  to  delegate  their  truft  into  the  hands  of  Minifters,  and  by  an 
unbounded  confidence,  permit  them  to  be  the  fole  judges  of  what 
expences  were  neceffary,  and  what  were  the  fit  and  proper  objects  of 
expencc.     This  conduft  he  never  wiftied  to  fee  put  in  pradlice  ;  his 
fole  objedl  at  the  prefent  was  to  obtain,  if  poffibie,  the  cool  a,nd 
difpaflionate  judgement  of  the  country  upon  the  fubjedl  of  this  treaty 
with  Pruffia,  and  its  effeft.      Heretofore,  the  country  had  been  led 
away  by  paffion  and  prejudice  ;  the  conduS  of  Minifters  tended  to 
raife  a  ferment  in  the  nation,  and  under  cover  of  that  ferment  and 
agitation,  to  introduce  .meafures  to  which  the  better  rcafon  of  the 
people,  exercifed  in  their  cooler  moments,  would  never  have  given 
their  fandlion  ;  tliey  ftiU  endeavoured  to  keep  up  this  ferment,  and 
prevent,  if  ppflible,  the  exercifc  of  cool  reafon,  and  unin»paffioncd 
judgement.     The  fum  of  money  to  be  paid  to  Pruffia  on  the  prefent 
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occafion  was  not  the  great  point  to  be  confidered  ;  the  change  of  the 
objecS  of  the  war,  and  the  principles  on  which  we  in  future  are  to 
contend,  are  matters  of  more  ferious  and  alarming  confideration ; 
we  had  already  voted  the  immcnfe  fum  of  eleven   millions,  Ac 
amount  of  the  prefent  fubfidy  was  1,800,000;  by  the  French 
Emigrant  Corps  bill  we  had  given  a  fort  of  general  credit,  which 
might  be  fairly  calculated  at  two  millions,  and  the  value  of  credit 
made  in  the  whole  fix  millions,  to  be  added  in  the  prefent  year  to 
the  former  enormous  loan.      If  we  continued  to  go  on  in  this  way, 
placing  an  unlimited  confidence  in  Minifiers,  fufFcring  them  to 
incur  cxpence  without  inquiry,  it  was  imjx)flriblc  to  fay  what  would 
be  the  event ;  and  upon  this  principle  of  incurring  unexpe6ted  and 
unforefeen  expences,  the  prefent  war  muft  be  more  ruinous  than  the 
unfortunate  American  war ;  for  the  enormity  of  tlie  burthen  to  he 
impofed  never  fairly  meets  the  public  eye,  but  is  by  degrees  accu- 
mulated till  it  finally  become  infupportable.      The  now  generally 
avowed  objetS  of  the  w^ar  is,  for  the  purpofe  of  interfering  in  the 
internal  government  .of  France.      He  fincerely  deprecated  wars  of 
every  defcription,  a  war  for  fuch  an  objecS  as  this  above  all  others ; 
and  he  was  fully  convinced,  tliat  if  the  country  had  known  at  firft 
that  fuch  were  the  principles  upon  which  we  were  to  fight,  they 
never  w^ould  have  engaged  in  fo  difgraceful  a  contefl:.      That  mat- 
ters of  fuch  ferious  importance  might  receive  a  fair  and  ample  con- 
fideration, that  the  whole  body  of  tiie  Reprefentatives  of  the  People 
might  be  prefent,  many  of  whom  could  know  nothing  of  thefe  pro- 
ceedings, and  who  could  not  poffibly  be  in  town  to  attend  their  duty 
time  enough,  from  the  notice  which  had  been  given  of  the  fubjeft, 
he  only  begged  the  (hort   delay  of  one  fortnight,  which  was  not 
likely  to  very  much  impede  the  meafures  of  the  right  honourable 
gentleman.      He  admitted,  that  he  had  promifed  to  give  his  une- 
quivocal fupport  to  the  war ;  but  as  its  objedl  was  no  longer  what 
it  was  at  firft  ftated  to  be,  he  claimed  a  right  of  retraftion,  and 
declared  that  he  (hould  oppofe  the  continuance  of  the  war,  upon  the 
principles  and  for  the  objects  now  avowed,  in  every  way  which  was 
in  his  power.      If  the  war  had  continued  to  be  what  it  was  at  firft 
pretended  to  be,  to  refent  an  aggreffion,  and  obtain  fecurity  for  our- 
felves  and  our  ally,  Holland,  and  indemnity  (though  the  latter  part 
he  fliould  willingly  forego,  as  he  confidered  the  bleflings  of  peace 
would  be  the  befl:  indemnity  for  the  country  to  have  in  its  prefent 
fituation),  he  fhould  certainly  feel  himfelf  bound  to  give  his  fupport 
to  the  war  ;  but  that  was  no  longer  the  cafe.      He  commented  with 
fomc  feverity  on  the  conduct  of  this  country  to  America,  and  other 
neutral  powers,  by  which  wc  had  violated  every  law  of  nations,  and 
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difgraccd  the  Britiih  name.     It  was  impoffible  to  hope  for  fucccfs 
from  the  alliances  we  had  formed,  as  dity  and  we  afifed  upon  dif- 
ferent principles,  and  purfucd  very  different  objcdb.     The  views  of 
Pruffia  and  Auftria  for  entering  into  the  war,  were  avowedly  the 
re-eftablifhment  of  the  ancient  government  of  France,  and  the  dc- 
ftrudion  of  the  prcfent  ruling  powers  of  that  country  ;  they  would 
not  even  agree  to  the  acceptation  of  the  Conftitution  of  1 7  8  9.    Wc 
went  upon  obje<fts  totally  different ;  there  was  no  unifon,  there  could 
be  no  fuccefs  ;  for  what  might  fatisfy  us,  would  by  no  means  con- 
tent them.      In  the  whole  condudl  of  this  bufinefs,  he  could  not  but 
admire  the  right  honourable  gentleman's  policy,  though  he  fincerely 
regretted  its  cffeds,  as  it  involved  us  in  a  war  in  which  the  country 
would  never  have  engaged,  if  it  had  been  fairly  reprcfcnted  to  them, 
as  incurring  an  expence  which  they  would  not  fubmit  to,  if  calcu- 
lated truly  in  the  firft  inftance.     The  right  honourable  gentleman 
was  the  firft  Minifter  who  ever  thought  that  great  additional  bur- 
dens were  the  moft  likely  means  to  remove  difcontent ;  in  that 
opinion  he  believed  he  was  fingle.     He  profcflTcd  the  objcft  of  his 
prefent  motion  was  not  intended  to  impede  the  operations  of  govern- 
ment, but  to  draw  the  ferious  attention  of  the  country  to  a  fubjeft 
which  in  his  mind  appeared  of  the  utmoft  importance.     The  right 
honourable  gentleman,  he  admitted,  poffefTed  one  merit  in  this  bu- 
finefs ;  he  outftripped  even  rumour,  by  the  magnitude  of  the  ex- 
pence  which  this  meafure  was  to  coft ;  he  had  never  heard  thofe 
that  calculated  tlie  moft  extravagantly,  fpcak  of  more  than  1 3  or 
I4»ooo,oool.  and  riiofe  who  were  more  entitled  to  credit,  their 
calculation  being  founded  more  on  reafon  and  moderation,  fpoke  of 
cnly  700,0001.  but  it  is  now,  by  the  right  honourable  gentleman, 
feted  to  be  i,8oo,oool.  the  magnitude  of  .this  expence,  uncon- 
nedled  with  every  other  circumftance,  dcfcrved  the  ferious  atten- 
tion of  the  Houfe,  and  required  that  there  fliould  be  fome  notice 
given  of  it.      He  concluded  by  moving,  that  the  Houfe  fliould  be 
called  over  to  confider  of  this  fubjeA  this  day  fortnight.      [There 
was  here  a  cry  of  "  Queftion !  queftion  !'* 

Mr.  SHERIDAN  faid,  it  was  not  his  intention  to  trouble  the 
Houfe  much  at  length  on  the  prefent  fubjeft.  If  it  was  poflible 
that  the  gentlemen  on  the  other  fide  would  fufFcr  the  queftion  to  be 
put  without  explaining  any  caufc  of  their  difTent,  or  upon  what 
grounds  they  fo  far  difapproved  of  the  prcfent  motion,  as  to  think 
a  call  of  the  Houife  unneceffary,  lie  did  fuppofe  that  it  was  not 
their  intention  to  oppofe  it,  but  that  they^  meant  to  conform  to  the 
old  proverb,  "  filenee  gives  confent ;"  but  if  tliat  was  not  the  cafe. 
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he  trufted  that  they  would  indulge  the  Houfe,  by  ftatf ng  the  reafons 
upon  which  they  objedled  to  the  motion. 

General  SMITH  faid,  tliat  an  explanation  was  unneceffary,  as 
the  matter  fully  explained  itfelf ;  the  treaty  was  entered  into,  and 
the  money  to  be  paid. 

The  queftion'beir^  put, 

Mr.  WHITBREAD  faid  he  was  not  in  the  Houfe  yeftcrday, 
and  therefore  he  could  not  regularly  know  what  then  paffcd  in  it ; 
but  he  underftood  the  Minifter  faid  that  the  fubjefl:  of  the  meffage 
was  not  new.  If  fo,  he,  as  one  of  the  reprefentatives  of  the  people, 
muft  fay  it  was  new  to  him  ;  for  he  did  not  know  of  any  fuch  mea- 
fure  before  it  took  place,  but,  on  the  contrary,  he  had  every  feafon  to 
believe  that  no  fuch  fubfidy  as  that  now  propofed  was  to  be  paid  to 
the  King  of  Pruffia,  and  tliis  he  underftood  exprcfsly  from  the  Mi- 
nifter himfelf,  when  a  queftion  to  that  cftcdl  had  been  put  to  him 
in  the  courfe  of  a  former  debate  on  the  prefent  war.  If  fo,  was  k 
prudent,  was  it  decent,  to  call  on  the  people  of  England  to  pay 
1, 8 00, cool,  to  carry  on  a  war,  for  an  objc<9:  they  had  never 
aflented  to  ;  an  ohjcdl  they  might  deteft,  and  to  allow  their  repre- 
fentatives only  two  days  to  copfider  of  it,  for  the  Meffage  was  to  be 
taken  into  confideration  to-morrow.  If  the  Minifter  was  deter- 
mined to  proceed  in  this  manner,  the  country  might  be  undone. 
Gentlemen  on  this  fide  the  Houfe  could  not  help  it.  It  was  impof- 
fible  for  them  to  withftand  the  torrent  on  the  other  fide.  The 
right  honourable  gentleman  had  the  command  of  it. — ["  Order! 
order !  order !"  was  very  loudly  called  from  fcveral  parts  of  the 
Houfe.] — He  wx)uld  repeat  what  he  had  faid — it  was  impoffible  for 
them  to  widiftand  the  torrent.  The  right  honourable  gentleman  . 
had  the  command  of  it.^ — [The  cry  of  *'  Order !  and  take  down  the 
words!"] 

Colonel  STANLEY  faid,  that  he  could  not  fit  ftill  under  the 
imputation  of  being,  as  a  Member  of  that  Houfe,  under  the  com- 
mand of  any  man,  and  if  the  honourable  Member  perfifted  in  his 
words,  he  fhould  move  to  have  them  taken  down. 

The  ^SPEAKER  faid,  the  Houfe  muft  feel  the  impreffion  of  tlie 
words :  they  appeared  to  him  to  imply  that  the  majority  of  the 
Houfe  was  at  the  command  of  an  individual.  That  was  certainly 
highly  indecorous,  and  he  was  fure  that  the  honourable  Member 
would  think  fo  himfelf,  if  he  thought  of  conveying  the  meaning 
which  the  Houfe  fo  generally  feemed  to  think  he  did. 

Mr.  WHITBREAD  proceeded-— It  was  impoffible  fop  them 
to  withftand  the  torrent.  The  right  honourable  gentleman  had  the 
command  of  it. — [Chair!  chair!  chair! J 


4.  I794*  D  E  B  A  T  E  S*    ,  20^ 

The  SPEAKER. faidj  die  meaning,  to  his  mind,  was  fuch  as  he 
had  flated ;  and  he  believed  it  was  the  meaning  the  Houfe  under- 
flood  by  it.  Undoubtedly  if  fuch  a  meaning  was  intended — if  it 
was  meant  to  be  conveyed  that  the  opinion,  or  the  conduA  of  a 
lai]ge  portion  of  that  Houfe,  or  any  of  it,  was  at  the  command  of 
an  individual,  that  was  completely  derogatory  to  the  dignity  of 
(hat  Houfe. 

Mr.  WHITBREAD  faid,  he  bowed  with  fubmiffion  to  eveiy 
thing  which  came  from  the  Chair,  the  more  efpecially  when  fo 
ably  and  fo  impartially  filled  as  at  prefent.  He  had  faid,  that  it 
was  impoflible  to  withftand  the  torrent  of  ppitiions  of  gentlemen  on 
the  other  fide  of  the  Houfe,  which  the  right  honourable  gentleman 
could  command,  not  by  means  of  any  improper  influence,  he  did 
not  pretend  to  fay,  but  by  the  power  of  perfuafion.  He  conceived 
he  had  done  his  duty  as  a  Member  of  that  Houfe,  and  a  rcprefen- 
tative  of  the  people,  by  entering  his  proteft  againft  fuch  indecent 
precipitation,  in  a  matter  of  fuch  importance.  He  muft  again  fay, 
that  Minifters  were  proceeding  from  day  to  day  in  meafures  the 
raoft  alarming ;  and  the  filence  of  the  Minifter  to-night  was  an 
infult  to  that  Houfc,  and  an  infult  to  the  people  of  England.  We 
were  now  called  upon  to  aflift  the  King  of  Pruffia,  and  the  fucccfs 
of  that  aflifiance  was  much  to  be  doubted  ;  he  mounted  the  throne 
of  Pruffia  with  a  full  treafury,  he  had  exhaufted  that  in  the  prefent 
war,  and  now  called  upon  us  to  replcnifli  it.  with  Britifti  gold. "  He 
confeffed  the  refources  of  the  country  to  be  very  great,  but 
though  great,  they  were  not  inexhauftible ;  like  every  other  human 
thing,  they  were  finite  ;  and  though  they  were  extenfive,  yet  if  we 
continued  to  purfue  in  fo  lavMh  a  manner,  fo  deftrudKve  an  objed, 
they  muft  inevitably  fail.  He  befought  gentlemen  to  cdnfider  well 
the  importance  of  the  fubjedl,  and  grant  fome  fliort  paufe  for  the 
public  mind  to  refleft.  God  only  knew  how  long  the  people  of 
this  country  would  be  able  to  bear  the  burdens  to  be  impofed  on  them. 
Time  (hould  be  allowed  to  them  to  refledt  cooly  on  the  fituation  they, 
were  in.  Time  fliquld  be  allowed  to  their  rcprefcntatives  to  form 
fome  opinion  on  the  prefent  meafure,  and  then  to  affemble  to  do 
their  duty :  the  prefent  motion  had  that  objcd  in  view,  and  there-. 
fore  he  thought  it. his  duty  to  fupport  it. 

Mr.  SHERIDAN  xofe—["  Spoke !  fpoke !"  was  repeated  from 
feveral  parts  of  the  Houfe.]  He  obferved,  that  what  he  had  already 
faid  could  hardly  be  called  a  fpa^,  it  was  only  a  hint  at  the  can- 
dour of  the  Minifter ;  befidcs,  gentlemen  might  as  well  tolerate  a 
few  obferyations  upon  that,  as  they  were  determined  to  remain  filent 
on  the  other  fide.     As  to  the  allufion  of  his  honourable  friend  t<i 
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the  influence  of  the  Miniftcr  in  that  Houfe,  it  was  certainly  very 
unparliamentary ;  he  was  glad  he  explained  it,  for  it  was  not  true— 
we  all  knew  the  Minifter  had  no  influence  whatever  on  the  majo- 
rity  of  the  Houfe,  except  fuch  as  he  honourably  derived  from  his 
eloquence  and  fair  argument.  But  his  powers  were  not  confined  to 
the  utterance  of  words  merely,  he  had  a  dumb  as  well  as  oral  elo- 
quence, of  which  he  had  given  a  capital  fpccimen  to-night,  for  he 
had  convinced  them  all  at  once  by  his  (ilence ;  it  was  but  juft  put- 
ting it  in  motion,  and  inftantly  all  his  friends  became  affeded  by 
the  charm,  and  they  all  ijodded  dumb  difTent  to  the  motion  like 
himfelf.  This  certainly  carries  with  it  fome  ground  of  fufpi- 
cion,  that  what  has  fallen  unintentionally  from  my  hcHiourabIc 
friend,  is  not  wholly  unfounded.  [Here  a  cry  of  order.]  But  was 
the  Minifter  quite  fure  that  fome  might  not  mifunderftand  him  r 
Perhaps  they  might  underftand  his  condudl  according  to  the  proverb, 
"  filence  gives  confent,**  and  under  that  idea  vote  for  the  motion. 
.Thcfe  dumb  votes  might  bring  him  into  a  dilemma,  cfpecially  as 
he  had  yefterday  defired  that  this  motion  (hould  not  be  made,  but 
Ihould  be  deferred  to  this  day.  It  was  known  how  long  and  how 
well  the  right  honourable  gentleman  could  declaim,  he  begged  par- 
don, aigue,  on  any  topic,  without  the  leaft  time  to  confider  of  his 
fubjeft ;  but  it  was  odd  that  he  fhould  have  required  fo  much  time 
to  prepare  himfelf  for  holding  his  tongue. 

Sir  GEORGE  YONGE  faid,  that  when  he  called  order,  he  did 
not  allude  to  any  thing  that  the  honourable  Member  had  faid,  but 
that  he  had  on  the  moment  heard  a  noife  in  the  gallery. 

Mr.  SHERIDAN  begged  the  honourable  Baronet  to  remember, 
that  he  could  not  fee  or  hear  any  perfon  in  the  gallery,  that  it  was 
quite  empty,  and  no  ftrangers  could  be  there,  and  he  was  very 
happy  that  none  of  his  conftituents  were  prefent  to  obferve  the  dif- 
graceful  conduft  of  the  Houfe  that  night,  and  that  it  was  not 
therefore  likely  to  be  pHbliflied  to  the  world,  as  for  his  part  he 
Ihould  make  it  his  ftudy  to  prevent  the  fliameful  fecret  from  tran- 
fpiring  as  fiir  as  was  in  his  power.  By  the  treaty,  he  obferved,  the 
objedl  of  the  war  was  entirely  changed  ;  the  King  of  Pruflia,  who, 
as  had  been  ftated  by  an  honourable  Member,  was  engaged  in  a 
purely  dcfenfive  war,  no  longer  remained  a  principal  in  the  war ; 
he  now  merely  hired  fome  troops,  and  furnifhed  others,  in  confor- 
mity with  the  terms  of  fubfifting  treaties  between  him  and  this 
country  and  Holland.  We  now  avow  ourfelves  engaged  for  the 
re-eftablifliment  of  the  monarchy  of  France,  and  the  whole  objed 
being  changed,  he  felt  himfelf  at  liberty  to  withdraw  his  promifcd 
fupport,  and  had  no  difficulty  in  faying  that  he  fliould  refiife  it, 
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txcept  m  the  cafe  of  invaiion,  or  fuch  circutnftance  as  called  upon 
every  man  to  (land  forward  in  the  defence  of  his  countr)'.  He 
repeated  what  he  faid  at  a  former  period,  that  any  Mihiflcr  ought 
to  be  impeached,  and  lofe  his  head,  who  fpilled  the  blood  of  his 
countrymen,  or  expended  the  treafure  of  the  nation,  to  reftorc  the 
ancient  defpotifm  of  France.  He  obferved  that  we  were  likely  to 
have  a  new  tie  upon  us  for  continuing  in  the  war,  as  he  under- 
ftood  fxom*  pretty  good  authority,  that  there  was  at  this  time  a  large 
loan  nqgpciating  for  the  Emperor  in  this  country.  With  regard  to 
the  prefent  treaty,  he  obferved  the  r^rd  the  Miniftcrs  of  Holland 
paid  their  countrymen  ;  they  abfolutely  refufed  to  pledge  them  for 
more  than  a  fingle  year ;  whilft  our  Minifters,  on  die  other  hand, 
have  confented,  on  the  part  of  England,  to  the  payment  of 
i,8oo,oool.  annually  during  the  war,  400,0001.  of  which  wc 
were  to  get  from  the  Dutch  as  well  as  we  can.  They  have  not 
felt  it  incumbent  on  them  to  pay  any  refpeft  to  the  Commons  of 
Great  Britain,  or  to  die  wifhes  of  their  country ;  but  have  wan- 
tonly pledged  us  to  pay  a  large  fum  of  money,  the  whole  of  which 
will  probably  fall  on  us  after  the  expiration  of  the  iirft  year.  It 
was  neither  policy  nor  wifdom  in  the  right  honourable  gentleman, 
to  treat  with  (b  much  inattention  die  Commons,  and  by  that  means 
to  render  them  inlignificant  in  the  eyes  of  the  people,  cfpecially  as 
he  q>pofed  every  propofition  made  for  a  reform  in  the  reprefentation, 
and  denied  its  neceffity.  The  whole  of  his  conduft,  during  the 
prefent  feirion,^  had  gone  to  render  the  reprefentation  contemptible, 
and  on  no  occafion  more  dian  the  prefent.  He  warned  him  of  the 
bad  confequence  and  impolicy  of  refufing  difcufTion  and  .explanation, 
when  called  for,  both  by  the  importance,  the  magnitude,  and  con- 
fequences  of  any  fubjeft.  He  was  afraid  the  public  would  be 
inccnfed  at  thefe  proceedings.  He  was  afraid  that  thefe  attempts 
of  the  Minifter  to  fet  afide  all  the  deliberation  of  the  Houfe  of 
Commons,  and  to  prevent  them  by  thefe  hafly  fleps,  from  meeting 
as  they  ought  to  do  in  the  character  of  reprefentatives  of  the  people, 
the  people  would  meet  themfelves  to  difcufs  thefe  things  and  deter- 
mine on  them,  and  he  thought  they  had  a  right  fo  to  do. 

Mr.  TAYLOR  faid  the  condudl  of  the  right  honourable  gentle- 
man had  on  that  night  done,  what  it  was  feldom  accuftomcd  to  do, 
given  him  much  fatisfadion,  becaufe  it  would  tend  to  open  the 
eyes  of  the  people  and  undeceive  them  in  fome  degree.  Nothing, 
in  his  opinion,  could  more  efFe^ually  open  their  eyes  than  paying 
l,8oo,oooL  in  har^  cafh,  and  the  Minifter  refuiing  time  to  con* 
fider  the  propriety  of  it,  without  affigning  a  reafon  for  fo  doing. 
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who  arc  fenfiblc  of  the  neceffity  of  carrying  it  on,  Aat  if  his  efforts 
can  at  all  be  efFedual  to  the  purpofes  of  the  war,  it  is  ftill  defirabie 
to  fecure  the  ufe  of  them.  It  remains  then  only  to  confider  the 
terms  of  the  treaty,  and  what  proportion  the  force  fecurcd  for  the 
fervice  bears  to  the  ftipulated  expence  by  which  it  is  to  be  obtained. 
By  the  firft  article  of  the  treaty  His  Pruflian  Majefty  engages  to  fur- 
nifh  an  ^m\j  of  62,000  men,  and  this  independently  of  his  contin- 
gent of  20,000  as  a  Member  of  the  Germanic  body,  for  the  fervice 
of  the  war.  It  is  to  be  rccoUedtcd  that  even  in  the  event  of  having 
withdrawn  his  co-operation,  he  would  have  been  bound  by  exifting 
treaties  to  have  furnifhed  to  Great  Britain  a  ftipulated  fuccour  of 
20,000  men,  and  to  Holland  of  12,000,  fo  that  the  whole  addi- 
tional  force fccured  by  this  treaty  amounts  to  30,000.  The  terms, 
upon  whidi  this  force  is  procured,  are  that  His  Britifli  Majefty  and 
their  High  Mightineffcs  fhall  pay  to  the  King  of  Pruffia  a  fum  of 
400,0001.  to  defray  the  expences  of  the  equipment  and  the  return 
of  this  army;  and  likewife  a  fubfidy  of  50,0001.  per  month, 
which,  with  the  expence  of  bread  and  forage,  calculated  at  a  certain 
fum  per  man,  will  amount  altogether  in  the  courfe  of  a  twelvemonth 
to  i,8oo,oool.  of  which  400,000!.  arc  to  be  paid  by  Holland, 
and  the  remaining  i, 400,0001.  by  this  country.  Now  it  is  to  be 
remarked,  that  if  we  had  received  the  ftipulated  fuccours  of  20,000 
men,  we  were  ftill  bound  by  treaty  to  have  provided  them  with 
bread  and  forage,  a  circumftance  which  confiderably  diminiihes  the 
additional  expence  incurred  by  this  treaty.  It  was  ftipulated  on  the 
part  of  His  Pruflian  Majefty,  that  all  other  expences  neceffary  to 
this  army  (hall  be  defrayed  by  him,  and  that  it  (hall  arrive  at  the 
place  of  its  deftination  on  the  i4th  of  May,  In  the  6th  and  7th 
articles  it  is  agreed,  that  all  conquefts  made  by  tliis  army,  (hall  be 
mad^  in  the  name,  and  remain  at  the  difpofal  of  the  two  Maritime 
powers  ;  and  the  neceffary  meafures  are  appointed  in  order  to  keep 
up  the  communication  and  correfpondence  between  the  refpedtive 
armies.  In  a  feparate  article  it  is  provided,  that  the  fame  concert 
(hall  be  kept  up  between  His  Britifh  Majefty  and  the  King  of  Pruf- 
(ia  beyond  the  prefent  year,  in  order  to  fecure  the  effeft  of  their 
prefcnt  engagements,  until  the  end  of  the  war,  I  have  been  thus 
particular  in  enumerating  the  different  articles  of  the  treaty  now  in 
ypur  hands,  in  order  to  bring  them  immediately  under  the  attention 
of  every  gentleman  prefent,  and  afford  the  Committee  an  opportu- 
nity to  demand  any  explanation  that  may  appear  to  them  neceffary. 
The  refult  of  the  whole  is,  that  it  gives  us  for  the  fervice  of  the 
war,  the  co-operation  of  62,000  of  the  beft  military  trpops  in  Eu- 
rope,    There  arifc  then  two  queftions :  firft,  whether  engaged  ^ 
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we  are  at  prefent  in  the  war,  it  is  material  for  U9  to  have  the  co- 
operation of  fuch  a  force  in  carrying  it  on  ;  and,  2dly,  whether  we 
could  have  had  it  to  the  fame  extent  from  any  other  quarter,  from 
which  it  might  have  been  more  dcfirable.  To  neither  of  thcfc 
points  can  I  conceive  it  neceffary  to  fpeak ;  it  will  certainly  on  all 
hands  be  admitted  that  as  fuch  force  was  of  the  utmod  confcquence 
to  us  in  carrying  on  the  war,  fo  neither  was  it  to  be  procured  any 
where  clfe.  There  remains  therefore  only  a  third  queflion :  How 
far  the  terms  upon  which  this  force  has  been  obtained,  may  be  con- 
fidercd  as  reafonable?  The  charge  for  the  outfit  and  return  of 
30,000  men  is  400,0001.  This  fum,  which  includes  all  the 
expences  of  levy-money,  equipment,  &c.  amounts  to  about  1 3I. 
per  man.  In  order  to  judge  how  far  this  is  a  reafonable  charge, 
it  is  proper  to  compare  it  with  what  it  would  have  coft  to  have 
brought  into  the  field  the  fame  number  of  Britifh,  Hanoverian,  or' 
foreign  troops.  ,  At  the  fame  time,  we  muft  remember  that  it  was 
impoflible  for  us  to  have  procured  an  equal  number  of  troops  either 
at  home  or  clfcwhere,  for  the  fervice  of  the  war.  And  if  in  the 
firft  inilance,  we  look  at  home,  we  will  find  that  the  mere  article  of 
levy-money  would  have  coft  us  about  15I.  per  man,  independently 
of  the  other  expences  of  arms,  clothing,  &c.  The  levy-money 
which  we  pay  for  troops  raifed  in  Hanover,  amounts  to  about  1 3I. 
per  man.  For  the  troops  of  the  Prince  of  HefTe-CafTel,  and  others 
whom  we  have  in  our  pay,  the  levy-money  indeed  amounts  to  a 
much  fmaller  fum,  only  to  about  81.  per  man,  but  then  to  thefe 
powers  we  pay  large  fubfidies  for  the  ufe  of  their  troops.  Let  us 
now  confider  v^hat  are  the  other  expences  for  maintainir^  thefe 
troops  in  the  field :  we  are  to  pay  to  the  King  of  PrulTia,  a  fubfidy 
of  50,0001.  per  month,  a  fum  much  lefs  than  if  taken  in  the  pro- 
portion per  man  we  pay  for  Britifh  troops.  For  every  Hanoverian 
foldier  we  pay  about  231.  per  annum,  and  for  Heflians  much  in 
the  fame  proportion  ;  fo  that  taking  in  the.comparifon  of  the  whole, 
we  (hall  find  that  we  have  thefe  troops  at  a  much  cheaper  rate  than 
we  could  have  been  fupplied  from  any  other  quarter.  With  refpeft 
to  the  other  articles  which  we  are  to  fumifti ;  bread  and  forage,  it 
would  be  ridiculous  to  pretend  to  make  any  calculation,  as  the 
prices  of  thefe  continually  vary.  It  was  judged  more  convenient  to 
calculate  thefe  at  a  certain  fum,  than  to  fumifh  them  in  kind.  .  And 
I  can  only  fay,  that  the  rate,  at  which  they  are  calculated,  is  much 
lefs  than  that  for  which  they  could,  have  been  flimifhcd  in  Flanders, 
(where  lately  they  have  been  had  upon  much  cheaper  terms  than 
formerly)  or  even  in  this  country.  The  cheapnefs  in  this  article 
'will  appear  the  more  extraordinary,  as  .of  the  62,000  troops  to  b' 
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funiifhed,  a  veiy  laxge  prc^rtion,  almoft  iinleed  the  an^  haif,  are 
cavalry.  When  it  is  confidered  then  what  a  quantity  of  forage  will 
be  ncceffary  for  the  fupport  of  31,000  horfes,  the  advantage  in  this 
fiipulation  muft  evidently  appear  to  be  on  the  fide  of  this  country : 
for  all  other  expences.  His  Prufiian  Majefty  becomes  liable.  Such 
is  the  detail  into  which  I  have  thought  it  necefifary  to  go,  for  the 
.  fatisfadion  of  the  Conomittee,  and  I  truft  that  thofe,  who  approve 
of  the  principles  upon  which  the  war  has  been  undertaken,  and  who 
are  fcnfiblc  of  the  neceflity  of  fecuring  every  co-operation,  which 
may  contribute  to  its  fuccefs,  will  not  complain  with  refpedl  to  the 
terms  upon  which  fo  large  a  force  has  been  obtained  for  the  fervice 
of  the  war.  There  is  one  point  which  ffill  remains  to  be  touched 
upon,  and  that,  it  muft  be  confefiTed,  of  the  moft  material  confe- 
quence,  namely  what  command  we  are  to  have  of  thofe  troops, 
wh(^e  co-operation  we  have  fecured,  and  how  far  we  are  to  have 
the  power  of  employing  them  in  the  manner  iix>ft  efFe<Elual  for  thd 
military  operations  of  the  campaign.  It  cannot  certainly  be  ex- 
pefted  that  we  (hould  have  the  fame  unlimited  command  of  thefc 
troops  as  of  the  Hanoverians  and  Hefiians.  It  is  not  indeed  poffible 
to  hope  for  die  co-operation  of  the  fecond  great  military  power  to  as 
great  an  extent,  or  upon  the  fame  terms,  as  that  of  thofe  fmaller 
powers,  who  hold  a  rank  comparatively  infignificant  in  the  fcaleof 
Europe.  You  cannot,  I  fay,  hope  to  fecure  the  co-operation  of 
fuch  a  power  without  giving  fome  fcope,  both  to  the  military  fpirlt 
of  the  troops,  and  the  thirft  of  military  glory  in  their  Monarch. 
You  do  not  therefore  by  this  treaty  acquire  the  exclufive  dire£Uon  of 
thefe  troops.  It  is  only  ftipulated,  that  they  (hall  be  employed  in 
concert  with  ,the  Britifh  arms,  and  for  Britifh  purpofes.^  Wherever 
indeed  you  have  had  occafion  to  ^ve  fubfidies  to  any  of  the  great 
powers  of  Europe,  fuch  as  Germany,  Hungary,  Pruflia,  you  have 
always  been  fenfible  that  you  have  had  much  lefs  control  over  their 
operations,  and  that  they  could  be  expefted  to  take  much  lefs  intc^ 
tereft  in  your  concerns.  In  the  prefent  inftance  indeed  you  have 
given  a  fubfidy  to  the  King  of  Pruffia,  in  order  to  fecure  his  ofFen- 
five  co-operation  in  a  war  in  which  he  has  an  intereft  in  common 
with  you,  and  with  every  other  eftabliflied  Government.  But  let 
it  be  recollefted,  in  what  circumftances  fubfidies  have  forrherly  been 
given  to  the  fame  power.  You  have  given  him  fubfidies  for  the 
purpofe  of  carrying  on  a  war  in  which  you  yourfelf  took  no  imme- 
diate part,  merely  on  the  fcore  of  his  ufefulnefs  as  an  ally,  and 
from  the  intereft  which  you  felt  in  the  general  fituation  of  Europe. 
You  have  given  him  fubfidies  for  the  purpofe  of  defending  his  do- 
mimons  againft  Auftria,  a  power  with  which  you  were  not  then  at 
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war.  At  a  period  of  hiftory  prior  to  that  to  which  I  now  allude, 
you  gave  a  fubfidy  to  the  Queen  of  Hungary,  for  the  purpofe  of 
defending  her  own  dominions. 

I  quote  thefe  inflances  not  to  mark  them  with  any  degree  of  cen- 
fure,  for  they  took  place  in  the  beft  times  of  this  country,  but  only 
to  ftiew  how  much  they  go  beyond  the  prcfent.     You  have  now, 
for  the  firft  time,  the  good  fortune  to  fecure  the  effedtual  co-opera- 
tion of  the  King  of  Pruflia  in  a  manner  more  fubjed  to  your  con- 
trol, and   for  purpofes  more  immediately  Britifh,   than  at  any  for- 
mer period.      I   am  ready,  indeed,  to  contend,  that  the  circum- 
llances  of  this  treaty  afford  matter  of  joy  and  fatisfadlion  to  this 
country.      It  may,  perhaps,  be  afked  by  gentlemen  on  the  other 
fide,  is  it  any  matter  of  joy  and  fatisfadion  to  the  country  to  pay 
1,350,0001.  (for  that  is  the  fum  which  we  are  bound  by  trsaty  for 
the  prefent  year)  in  addition  to   its  prefent  burdens  ?     I  would  afk 
thefe  gentlemen,  is  it  any  matter  of  joy  and  fatisfaftion  to  be  at 
^^r,  or  to  be  obliged  to  facrifice  the  blood  and   treafure  of  Britifti 
(ubjeSs  in  a  conteft,  on   the  iffue  of  which,  however,  depend  the 
deareft  and  mod  facred  rights  of  this  country,  and  the  general  intc- 
refts  of  Europe  ?  But  it  is  matter  of  joy  and  fatisfaftion,  to  have  it 
in  our  power  to  make,  in  the  moft  efFcftual  mariner,  thofe  exer- 
tions which  we  are  invited  to  make  by  the  zeal  of  the  people,  and 
for  which  the  refources  of  the  country  enable  us  fo  amply  to  provide. 
It  is  not  neceffary  for  me  to  dwell  on  thjs  fubjeft.      It  is  impof- 
fible  for  mc  to  bring  forward  any  argument  in  which  I   muft  not 
have  already  been  anticipated,  with  refpedl  to  the  propriety  of  fe- 
curing  the  moft   efFe<Sual  co-operation  in  a  war,  fan6lioned  by  fo 
very  large  a  majority  of  this  Houfe,  and  of  the  country.      I  now 
come  to  fay  a  few  words  with  refpeft  to   the  vote  of  credit  that  it 
may  be  neceffary  to  pafs,  in  order  to  enable  His  Majefty  to  fulfil  his 
engagements,  and  to  defray  any  extraordinary  expences  which  may 
occur  during  the  period  of  the  recefs      And  the  fum  which  I  would  . 
propofe  for  this  purpofe,  is  two  millions  and  a  half.     The  extra- 
ordinary expencc  incurred  by  the  Pruffian  treaty  for  the  prefent  year, 
amounts  to    1,350,0001,  which  leaves  a  fum  of  1,150,0001.  for 
other  extraordinary  fervices.     But  it  will  be  rccolleded,  that  in  my  * 
ftatement  of  ways  and  means,  I  took  no  credit  for  the  furplus  down 
to  the  5th  of  April,  amounting  to  231,000!.  already  voted  by  the 
Committee  of  Ways  and  Means.     This,  widi  other  fums,  will 
leave,  after  the  payment  of  the  Pruffian  fubfidy,   a  fum  of  not  lefs 
^^an  1,650,0001.  applicable  to  tlie  other  extraordinary  expences  of 
Ae  year.      In  the  laft  year  it  will  be  remembered  that  I  propofcd  to 
grant  to  His  Majefty,    1,500,0001.  for  the  extraordinary  fervices 
Vol.  XXXVIII.  F  f 
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of  the  year*     A  great  part  of  tliat  fum  was  expended  in  fubfidixing 
the  King  of  Sardinia  and  the  tteflians,  objefts  which  are  now  pro- 
vided for  in  the  ordinary  expenditure  of  the  year  :  fo  that  the  vote  of 
credit  which  I  have  now  propofed,  after  defraying  the  Pruflian  fub- 
fidies,  will  ftill  leave  a  very  ample  provifion  for  the  extraordinaries 
of  the  year,  and  fuch  as  I  truft  will  be  fully  equal  to  an  extended 
line  of  operation.      I  do  not  pretend  to  fay,  that  I  have  been  ex- 
actly accurate  in  my  calculation,  but  I  have  endeavoured  as  much 
as  poffible  to  ftudy  precifion.      If  any  addition  fhall  become  necef- 
fary  to  that  expence  upon  which  I  have  at  prefent  reckoned,  it  can 
arife  only  from  that  extraordinary  fcale  of  operations,  which  if  the 
opportunity  (hould  occur,   it  will  certainly  be  the  beft  oeconomy 
to  adopt,  as  moft  efFecSually  conducive  to  the  purpofes  of  the  war, 
and  moft  likely  to  bring  it  to  a  fpeedy  termination.     Expence,  to 
whatever  extent  fo  employed,  will  evidently  be  produdlive  of  fuch 
advantage  as  muft  ultimately  render  it  the  greateft  faving.     What  I 
have  been  anxious  to  imprefs  upon  the  Committee,   is  that  I  have 
no  defire  to  make  an  inadequate  provifion  for  the  extraordinary  ex- 
pences  :  on  the  contrary,   that  I  have  rather  been  careful  to  calcu- 
late them  upon  the  largeft  fcale,  in  order  to  meet  whatever  exigen- 
cies may  occur,  and  prevent  us  from  having  to  make  a  future  provi- 
fion for  expence  already  incurred.      I  (hall  conclude  with  expreffing 
my  fatisfadlion  in  the  difpofitions  manifefted  by  this  Houfe,  and 
fo  well  feconded  by  the  xeal  and  refources  of  the  country,  to  make 
the  moft  liberal  provifion  for  the  expences  that  may  be  incurred  in , 
carrying  on  the  prefent  conteft,  in  which  we  were  certainly  engaged 
by  no  fault  of  our  own,  but  which  involves  in  it  our  moft  impor- 
tant interefts,  and  demands  our  moft  ftrenuous  exertions^  in  order 
to  bring  it  to  a  fuccefsful  termination.     The  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer concluded  with  moving,  "  That  it  is  the  opinion  of  tliis 
Committee,  that  a  fum  fiot  exceeding  two  millions,  five  hundred 
thoufand  pounds  be  granted  to  His  Majefty  for  the  fervice  of  the 
year  1794,  to  enable  His  Majefty  to  make  good  his  engagement 
with  His  Majefty  the  King  of  Pruffia,  to  be  raifed  by  way  of  loan 
on  Exchequer  bills,  &c." 

Mr.  FOX  found  it  neceflfary  to  mak6  fome  obfervations  upon 
the  very  extraordinary  propofitions  he  had  heard  advanced  in  the 
courfe  of  the  right  honourable  gentleman's  fpeech.  For  if  what  he 
had  advanced  were  true,  let  the  wealth  of  this  country  be  ever  10 
great,  it  would  be  of  little  or  no  avail  in  the  profecution  of  the 
war.  Pruflia,  it  was  admitted  by  the  right  honourable  gentleman, 
to  be  as  deeply  interefted  in  the  prefent  war  as  any  of  the  allies  i 
and  he  even  owned  that  were  he  to  have  advifed  the  Court  of  Ber- 


A.  1794.  DEBATES.  219 

ft 

lln  on  the  occafion,  it  would  have  been  to  continue  the  profecution 
of  it  as  a  principal.     This  would  have  been  wife  and  honeft  ;^  and 
yet  we  are  told,  that  the  Pruffian  monarch  is  fo  miftaken  in  true 
policy,  and  fo  alarmed  by  groundlefs  apprehenfions,  as  to  take  the 
fcandalous  and  wicked  rcfolution  of  deferting  the  caufe  which  he  had 
undertaken  as  a  principal.     But  the  right  honourable  gentleman 
ftates,  that  whatever  reafons  may  have  operated  to  produce  fuch  a 
refolution  in  the  King  of  Pruffia,  they  fliould  have  a  contrary  efFeft 
upon  us.      AVhat,  therefore,  was  the  inference  from  this  mode  of 
argument  ?     That  as  the  Pruffian  Government  had  been  fo  foolifh 
according  to^  fome,  and  fo  wife  according  to  the  opinion  of  others, 
to  wifh  to  withdraw  from  the  combination,  it  became  the  duty  of 
this  country  to  fay  to  that  Government — "  Since  you  have  been  fo 
ill  advifed  on  the  fubjedt,  furnifli  us  with  |fnen,  and  we  will  fur- 
nifh  you   with  money."     The  fame  fpecies  of  argument  would 
apply  to  all  the  other  powers  engaged  in  the  conteft.     Did  the  right 
honourable  gentleman  know  the  refources  of  thofe  powers ;  and  was 
he  quite  certain  that  Great  Britain  would  not  have  applications  of  a 
fimilar  nature  from  Spain,  Auftria,  and  others  of  the  combination  ? 
He  laid  much  ftrefs  on  this  point,  becaufe  it  conftituted  the  foun- 
dation of  the  Minifter's  fpeech.     With  refpedl  to  the  particular 
power  alluded  to,  who,  he  would  alk,  would  not  imagine,  from  the 
progrcfs  of  the  war,  that  Great  Britain  had  been  originally  concerned 
in  it,  and  that  Pruffia  had  only  been  engaged  as  auxiliary  ?    Was 
not,  however,  the  diredt  contrary  the  fad  ?    Had  not  Pruffia  and 
Auftria  been  at  war  long  before  Great  Britain  had  entered  into  it  ? 
Poflibly,  during  the  courfe  of  that  war,  the  aggreffion  on  Great 
Britain  and  Holland  happened — "  Let  us  fee  then,"  faid  Mr.  Fox, 
to  what   this  leads  us.     It  fo  happer  s,  that  in  the  progrefs  of  a 
war  between   France,  Auftria,  and  Pruffia,  an  aggreffion  takes 
place  againft  Great  Britain  and  Holland — Does  the  King  of  Pruffia 
fay,  "  I  am  forry  that  I  have  involved  my  good  friends  in  difagree- 
able  circumftances,  and  I  will  on  that  account  make  treble  exer- 
tions."— "  No :"  he  fays,  "'  I  have  got  you  into  a  fcrapc  ;  my  do- 
minions are  not  fo  immediately  affc<5led  as  yours,  and  I  will  with- 
draw from  the  combination,  unlefs  you  pay  me  for  continuing  in 
it."     This  affair,  the  right  honourable  gentleman  aflferted,  was 
charafterized  with  a  greater  degree  of  meannefs  than  any  tranfa6tion 
that  the  annals  of  hiftory  could  furnifh.     This  was  a  condudt  fo 
atrocious,  that  he  conceived  it  was  impoffible  for  this  country  to 
place  any  confidence  in  the  King  of  Pruffia.     What  fecurity  had 
the  people  of  England,  that  his  Pruffian  Majefty  would  not  make 
mother  demand  of  a  fubfidy  at  the  end  of  the  year  ?    Or  hov\r 
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could  they  be  affured  that  the  fuccefs  of  the  prefcnt  extortion  might 
not  only  induce  him  to  make  a  fecond  application,  but  might  alfo 
furnifli  an  apology  for  applications  of  the  fame  fort  from  other 
powers  ?    Auftria  and  Spain  would  certainly  come  forward,  upon 
fuch  an  occafion,  with  much  more  honour  than  Pruflia.     It  ftcmed, 
however,  from  the  Minifter's  fpeech,  that  it  was  not  the  King  of 
Pruffia  who  afked,  but  Great  Britain  who  requefted  his   Pruflian 
Majelty  to  accept ;  and  this,  the  right  honourable  gentleman  con- 
tended,  "  afforded  matter   of  joy  and  congratulation  to  the  coun- 
try."    The  right  honourable  gentleman,  indeed,  feemed  ftruck  with 
the  words  as  foon  as  he  ufed  them,  and  on  that  account  had  endea- 
voured to  explain  them  away  ;  the  explanation,  however,    was  of  a 
curious  nature.      It  feemed  that  the  exiftence  of  Great  Britain,  as 
a  nation,   depended  upon  this  afliftance  of  Pruffia ;  and  on  this 
account  it  was  dcfirable,  that  we  poffeffed  the  means  of  this  affif- 
tance.      It  might  be  compared  to  the  cafe  of  a  nian  not  congratulat- 
ing his  friend  afflidted  with  a  dreadful  difeafe,  that  though  the 
amputation  of  a  limb  might  be  painful  in  the  operation,  and  per- 
haps doubtful  in  the  event,  yet  that  it  would   probably   fave  his 
life ;  but  it  refembled  the  cafe  of  a  man  expreffing  to  that   friend 
his  joy  and  fatisfadlion  that  there  were  no  other  means  of  faving  his 
life.      It  might  have  been  wiflied  that  the  Minifter  had  poffeffed 
better  tafte  than  to  felcdt  fuch  a  topic  as  a  theme  of  joy !     It  fhould 
have  been  fpokcn  of  as  a  fccne  of  painful  fuffering,  fuch   as  this 
country   had  feldom  if  ever  before  felt! — Having  faid  this,  he 
wiftied  to  know  in  what  light  to  confider  the  iituation  of  the  King 
of  Pruffia  at  this  moment  ?    It  was  certainly  extremely  ambiguous. 
Had  he  ceafed  to  be  a  principal  or  not  ?    Indeed  the  Minifter  had 
given  no  information  on  that./ubje(ft  ;  for  a  good  rcafon — he  had 
none  to  give.      But  he  had  thought  proper  to  allude  to  otiier  trea- 
ties, and  to  take  what  he  called  a  comparative  view  of  them  and 
the  prefent ;.  and  in  doing  this  he  had  recourfe  to  a  quibble  that 
was  unworthy  of  him.      He  was  furprifed  that  a  man  pretending  to 
have  any  thing  like  intelleft,  fhould  attempt  it ;  he  meant  the  allu- 
;fion  to  the  Subfidiary  Treaty  with  Pruffia  againfc  the  power  of  Au- 
ftria.    He  had  afferted,  that  we  had  fubfidized  the  late  King  of 
Pruffia  in  the  year  1758,  at  a  time  when  we  were  not  adlually  at 
■war  with  the  Houfe  of  Auftria,  though  it  wias  well  known  that  at 
that  period  France  was  fupporting  the  Emprefs  Queen  in  Germany, 
^hd  we  engaged  in  oppofilion  to  them  toefpoufe  the  interefts  of  the 
Moufe  of  Brandenbourg.      To  revert,  therefore,  to  his  queftion,  he 
would  afk,  whether  jthp  King  of  Pruffia  was  any  longer  to  be 
regarded  as  a  principal  in  the  war,  or  not  ?    If  he  wds  to  be 
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regarded  as  a  principal,  why  was  he  to  be  treated  with  on  the  foot- 
ing of  a  neutral  power,  or  why  were  we  to  hire  30,000  men  above 
thofe  he  was  bound  to  furnifh  us  with  by  treaty,  merely  to  enable 
his  Pruflian  Majefty  to  difplay  his  thirft  for  military  glory  at  our 
expence.     The  next  point  to  be  confidered  was  the  command  of 
the  troops  that  were  to  be  employed,  and  for  which  we  were  to 
pay  the  King  of  Pruflia.     The  Minifter  had  faid  it  was  proper 
they  ihould  be  under  the  command  of  a  Prince  fo  fond  of  military 
glory ;  now,  he  did  not  expedl  to  hear  that  it  was  matter  of  joy 
and  fatisfacftion  to  the  people  of  this  country,  that  when  their  mo- 
ney was  voted  for  the  maintenance  of  an  army,  fome  authority  of 
their  own  was  not  to  have  command  and  controul  over  them : 
in  the  common  courfe.  of  common  fenfe,  it  might  have  been  ex- 
peded,  that  thofe  who  paid  them  (hould  command  them,  inAead 
of  giving  the  command  to  a  pcrfon  who  had  already  given  fo  very 
indifferent  proofs  of  integrity.      In  the  next  place,  however,  we 
were  informed,  that  this  fublidixed  army  was  to  be  employed  for 
Britifh  purpofes,  and  that  the  conquefts  it  might  make  were  to  be 
placed  to  the  advantage  of  the  maritime  powers :  but  a  very  flight 
refledion  would  convince  the  Houfe,  that  this  boafted  convenience 
was  produdtive  of  no  beneficial  confequences ;  but,   on  the  con- 
trary, rather  tended  to  retard  than  to  accelerate  the  purpofes  for 
which  the  treaty  had  been  made.     The  great  objeft  of  all  thefe 
treaties  was  to  enable  the  Continental  State  with  which  we  were 
connedled   to  fight  its  own  battles  with  effeft,  and  to  create  fo 
powerful  a  diverfion  on  the  fide  of  France  as  to  hinder  the  full  effetS 
of  her  naval  exertions.     When  this  was  underftood  to  be  the  na- 
ture and  eflFeft  of  thefe  alliances,  every  contradling  party  under  the 
influence  of  private  intcreft  would  naturally  be  difpofed  to  the  ut- 
moft  exertion  for  the  common  caufe.     But  we  were  now  fo  diffi- 
dent of  the  zeal  of  cur  ally,  that  we  were  determined  to  make  it 
entirely  a  Britifh  and  Dutch  concern,  and  yet  to  employ  a  monarch 
to  aft  in  our  behalf,  who  was  unconcerned  in  the  ifl'ue  of  the  enter- 
prizes  he  might  undertake.     The   right  honourable   gentleman 
(Mr.  Pitt)  had  been  as  perfpicuous  as  he  ufually  was  in  matter  of 
detail,  in  his  comparative  eftimate  of  the  expence  of  this  Subfidy 
Treaty,  and  thofe  which  had  been  concluded  between  diis  country 
and  the  other  German  principalities.  But  without  examining  Into  the 
mimtia  of  thefe  different  treaties,  he  would  only  remark,  that  un- 
der the  fHpulations  of  the  treaty  of  1 787,  the  King  of  Pruffia  was 
bound  to  ftimifh  the  King  of  Great  Britain  and  the  States  of  Hol- 
land with  32,000  men,  for  the  fum  of  6oo,oool.  fo  that  thfc 
whole  of  the  remaining  part  of  the  aggregate  fum  was  appropriated 
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10  the  payment  and  fufienance  of  the  additional  30,000  men, 
which  was  at  the  rate  of  at  kaft  1 2I.  per  man,  exclufive  of  the 
4op,oooL  which  were  to  be  paid  to  the  King  of  Pruflia  before  he 
began  his  march  ;  fo  that  upon  the  whole  the  fum  of  fixteen  hun- 
dred thoufand  pounds  was  to  be  paid  to  this  Prince  during  the  fird 
nine  mcHiths  of  our  alliance  with  him.     On  this  part  of  the  fubjeft 
k  was  not,   however,  his  intention  to  dwell  any  longer,  as  the 
terms  of  this  bargain  would  give  rife  to  inquiries  of  very  inferior 
SEK}ment,  when,  compared  with  thofe  more  important  fuggeftions 
which  arofe  ftom  the  general  view  of  the  fubjedl,  and  the  diarafter 
and  conduit  of  the  party  with  whom  we  had  formed  this  alliance. 
And  here  he  would  afk  the  Houfe,  whether  the  perfidious  concluA 
of  the  Court  of  Berlin  to  France  and  Poland  was  a  fuificient  mo- 
tive to  induce  us  to  place  implicit  confidence  in  its  future  adherence 
to  the  faith  of  treaties  ;    or  could  we  hope  to  derive  much  benefit 
frem  the  protecSiion  of  the  King  of  Pruflia,  when  his  having  ruined 
his  own  fubje£ls,  and  exhauficd  his  treafury,  were  afligned  as  th^ 
principal  reafons  for  affording  him  tliis  fupply  of  money  ?    He  was 
aifo  under  fome  difficulty  as  to  the  extent  of  the  engagements  under 
which  the  States  of  Holland  had  come  by  tlie  ftipulatigns  of  this 
tieaty ;    for,  according  to  its  tenor,  we  were  bound  in  the  firft 
inftance  to  pay  the  King  of  Pruflia  the  whole  of  this  fum,  and  had 
only  the  collateral  fecurity  of  Holland  to  ourfelves  to  the  amount 
of  400,0001.  and  the  Putch  were  only  bound  to  make  this  pay- 
ment for  the  courfe  of  the  current  year,  whereas  by  a  feparate 
article  we  had  agreed  to  continue  it  during  the  courfe  of  the  war. 
The  right  honourable  gentleman  was  indeed  better  acquainted  with 
'  the  rcfources  of  the  States  of  the  United  Provinces  than  he  could  pre- 
tend to  be ;  but  could  he  give  the  Houfe  any  aflurance  that  they 
could  bear  this  expence  for  any  longer  period  than  the  prefent  cam- 
paign, however  willing  they  might  be  to  continue  it  farther  ?    And 
however  that  might  be,  he  was  compelled  to  fay,  that  amidft  the 
general  commiferation  ^hich  he  felt  for  every  nation  involved  in 
this  OMiteft,  he  could  not  help  feeling,  in  a  peculiar  manner,  for 
the  Dutch,  becaufe  he  was  perfuaded  they  were  forced  into  the 
war  againft  their  inclination,  and  becaufe  othen/vife  they  would 
have  preferved  their  tranquillity  by  a  candid  and  open  negpciation. 
It  had,  however,  pleafed  the  allies  to  put  Holland  forward,  in  the 
beginning,  as  the  caufe  of  the  war ;  though  it  now  appeared  that, 
to  revenge  the  aggreflion  committed  by  the  violation  of  the  navi- 
gation of  the  Scheldt,  had,  in  reality,  very  feebly  influenced  their 
oondu6i. 

The  truth  at  length  comes  out,  faid  Mr.  Fox,  and  we  are  tol^i 

I 


A.  1794.  D  E  BATES.  aiy 

what !  Were  pu  fuch  fools  as  to  fuppofe  that  the  pretences  of  the 
war  were  the  real  caufes  ?  A  war  for  the  navigation  of  the  Scheldt ! 
^hc  idea  had  been  fo  ridiculed,  that  one  gentleman  had  compared 
it  to  a  war  for  the  mod  trifling  cifcumftance  in  the  world  ?  If  report 
fpoke  truly,  this  application  for  a  fubfidy  to  the  King  of  Pniflia  was 
made  to  other  powers  before  it  came  to  us  ;  others  had  had  an  op- 
portunity* of  Iharing  in  the  glory  of  this  day,  but  they  had  de- 
clined ;  it  was  referved  exclufively  to  Great  Britain.     If  report 

*  fpoke  truly,  the  Emperor  had  the  offer  of  that  honour  ;  if  report 
fpoke  truly,  the  King  of  Spain  had  the  fame  honour  ;  if  peport 
fpoke  truly,  they  were  all  unable  to  defray  their  own  expences  ; 

•even  the  Emprefs  of  RdTia  was  in  that  fltuation.     It  was  prudent 
of  them  not  to  engage  to  defray  the  expences  of  others,  before  they 
were   able  to  difcharge   their  own.     It  appeared  now  that  Great 
Britain  was  engaged  in  a  conteft  with  fuch  an  enemy  as  the  King 
of  Pruflia  had  defcribed  the  French  to  be,  and  that  fhe  poflcflcd  fuch 
allies  as,  the  Dutch  excepted,  could  not  afford  to  fumifh  one  far- 
thing for  any  external  affiltance.     Even  RufTia,  iffhe  could  be 
confidered  as  an  ally,  pofTeired  very  infufficient  finances.    If  Great 
Britain,  therefore,  were  to  fupply  all  the  wants  of  her  allies,  if  Ihc 
were  to  be  the  only  power  by  whom  refources  were  to  be  fumifhed, 
what  wealth,  great  as  he  allowed  the  wealth  of  this  country  to  be, 
what  wealth  would  be  adequate  to  fupply  fuch  wants,  and  to  fumilh 
fuch  refources  ?  With  thofe  fentiments  of  the  objedls  of  the  war, 
which  the  allies  knew  the  Government  of  this  country  to  pofTefs, 
it  would  be  needlefs  to  higgle  about  the  amount  of  a  fubfidy ;  for  as 
the  affiftance  of  the  allies  was  contended  to  be  neceffary,  they  would 
themfelves  fettle  the  amount  of  fuch  fublidies,  and  according  to  the 
arguments  of  the  Minifter,  their  demands  muft  be  complied  with, 
whatever  thofe  demands  might  be.     After  adverting  to  a  part  of  the 
right  honourable  gentleman's  fpeech  which,  he  contended,  furniihed 
him  With  a  fuppofition  that  the  fubfidy  to  Pruflia  had  been  forefeen 
at  the  period  when  the  budget  was  opened ;  but  that  the  Minifter 
had  been  difappointed  in  the  expeflation  of  the  amount  of  the  fub- 
fidy.    Mr.  Fox  next  touched  upon  the  expences  of  the  war ;  the 
prefent  year,  he  contended,  would  be  a  more  expenfive  one  than 
this  country  had  ever  experienced.    It  could  be  confidered,  however, 
only  as  the  firfl  year  of  the  war,  and  the  Committee  might  be  af- 
fured  that  the  expencc  would  increafe  every  year  during  the  contihu- 
ance  of  the  war.     When  the  people  took  this  into  their  confidcra- 
tion,  when  they  confidered  the  great  fcale  on  which  taxes  had  been 
impofed  this  year,  and  the  load  that  would  be  laid  upon  them  next 
year,  when  they  refledled  too,  upon  the  principle  of  fubfidizing  all 
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Europe,  the  prefcnt  day,  he  believed,  would  be  to  them  a  day  not 
of  joy  and  congratulation,  but  of  real  national  concern.  They 
WQuld  fee,  that  if  the  prefcnt  fyftem  were  perfevered  in,  this  coun- 
try would  at  length  be  reduced  to  the  exhaufted  ftate  in  which  Pruffia 
now  was,  but  that,  unlike  Pruffia,  fhe  will  have  no  Great  Britain 
to  recur  to  for  affiftance,  or  to  fly  to  for  relief ;  flae  would  find  all 
her  allies  equally  and  perhaps  more  exhaufted  than  Pruflia,  who, 
he  believed,  was  even  now  not  the  pooreft  of  the  allies.  He,  for 
his  part  thought,  perhaps  more  highly  of  the  refources  of  this  coun- 
try, than  the  moft  learned  man  who  had  ever  yet  fpoken  or  WTittcn 
upon  them  ;  but  as  an  honourable  friend  of  his  (Mr.  Whitbread) 
had  faid,  they  were  like  every  thing  elfe  in  human  affairs,  not  infi- 
nite but  finite,  they  ought  not  then  to  be  oppofed  to  expence  that 
was  infinite.  He  then  advifed  the  Committee  to  think  of  the  pro- 
bable effedl  on  the  people  of  a  great  accumulation  of  taxes,  in  the 
profecution  of  an  obje£l  which  appeared  to  him  to  be  unattainable, 
namely,  fuccefs  in  the  war,  according  to  the  prefent  avowed  objeft 
of  it,  the  total  deftrudlion  of  the  Government  of  France,  and  con- 
cluded with  moving  an  amendment  to  the  prefent  refolution,  that 
the  fum  of  1,150,000!.  fhould  be  inferted  inftead  of  the  fumof 
2,500,0001. 

Mr.  WINDHAM  rofe  in  reply  to  his  right  honourable  friend 
who  had  juft  fat  down,  and  differed  entirely  with  him  on  the  prefent 
fubjeft  of  debate.  His  right  honourable  friend  had  made  ufe  of  no 
argument  whatever  that  could  induce  him  or  the  Houfe  to  give  their 
vote  againft  the  queftion  as  it  actually  flood.  Great  and  ftrong  ge- 
neral arguments  had  been  ufed,  but  they  only  could  be  taken  as  rea- 
fons  againft  war  in  general,  and  were  no  way  applicable  to  the  cir- 
cumftances  of  the  prefent  war  ;  nor  had  the  gloomy  profpe6ls  held 
out  as  the  effefts  and  confequences  of  war,  any  conclufive  tendency 
that  ought  to  dictate  to  gentlemen  the  vote  which  they  were  that 
night  to  give.  In  his  mind,  the  only  reafoning  that  applied,  and 
the  only  queftion  to  be  debated,  was,  whether  the  prefent  affiftance 
to  be  fecured  by  the  treaty  with  Pruflia,  was  worth  purchafing  at  the 
price  to  be  paid  for  it  ?  and  then,  whether  being  a  neceffary  and 
proper  aid  to  afk,  it' could  be  obtained  in  any  other  way,  or  at  a 
cheaper  rate  ?  On  thefe  points  his  right  honourable  friend  had  not 
given  the  Houfe  any  thing  like  an  intelligible  argument ;  but  he  had 
no  hefitation  in  faying  that  the  terms  of  the  treaty  on  the  table  were 
the  beft  and  cheape^l  that  could  have  been  got,  and  that  the  whole 
of  the  meafurc  was  politic,  expedient,  and  abfolutely  neceflary. 
One  argument  of  his  right  honourable  friend,  he  thought,  was  veiy 
improperly  put  to  the  Houfe.    He  liad  faid,  "  what  fecurity  was  there 
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that  our  other  allies  might  not  foon  be  in  the  fame  fituation  that 
PmfHa  was  i   may  we  not  be  called  upon  next  year  in  a  iimilar  way 
by  Spain,  by  Auibria,  and  by  other  powers  with  whom  we  were  al- 
lied in  this  war ;  and  if  fo,  where  would  be  the  end  of  it?  Would 
any  perfon  fay  that  the  refources  even  of  Great  Britain  would  not  be 
fo  exhaufted,  and  drained^  by  fuch  extravagant  demands^  that  fi- 
nally fhe  muft  yield  to  her  embarrafled  circumAances,  and  know 
not  where  to  apply  for  relief  ?     In  this  way  to  give  up  our  caufe  to 
defpdr  was  more  the  language  of  peevifhnefs  and  paflion,  than  that 
which  he  was  accuftomed  to  hear  from  his  right  honourable  friend. 
With  r^rd  to  the  different  allufions  that  had  been  made  to  the 
condud  of  Pruffia  at  other  times>  he  did  not  mean  to  enter  at  all 
into  that  fubjedi ;  but  allowing,  for  argument's  fake,  that  it  had 
deferved  the  epithet  of  difgracefiil,  and  all  the  others  which  had  been 
applied  to  it,  flill  he  would  maintain  that  when  fuch  afliflance  was 
materially  neceffary  to  the  caufe  and  the  objefts  in  which  this  country 
was  engaged,  who  was  there  would  not  give  the  terms  propofed  by 
this  treaty  ?  The  queflion  then  came  (hortly  to  be,  whether  the  affift- 
ance  of  the  King  of  Pruffia  was  neceffary,  and  what  price  was  it 
worth?  And  upon  this  alone  gentlemen  had  to  make  up  their  minds, 
and  give  their  votes  accordingly.      It  had  been  flated  as  a  matter  of 
inconvenience  and  poffible  danger,  that  the  troops  contradted  for  by 
this  treaty,  were  not  to  be  entirely  at  the  difpofal  and  diredion  of 
this  country  as  to  the  conduft  of  their  operations ;  and  the  uncer- 
tainty of  the  part  which  Pruffia  might  take  in  the  future  events  of. 
the  war,  had  likewife  been  mentioned.     He  did  not  confider  that 
this  point  was  fairly  argued  by  his  right  honourable  friend ;  not  that 
it  was  fair  to  infer  from  any  thing  that  had  fallen  from  the  right 
honourable  gentleman  oppofitc,  that  by  this  flipulation,  which  gave 
the  King  of  Pruffia  a  right  to  conduft,  in  a  certain  degree,  the  ope- 
rations of  thofe  men  whom  he  was  bound  to  provide  for  the  common 
caufe,  we  gave  a  power  to  a  military  Monarch  merely  to  indulge 
his  own  thirfl  for  glory,  and  did  not  expeft  that  they  fhould  be  ufed 
m  fuch  a  planner  as  this  country  might  deem  beneficial  to  its  inte- 
rs.    It  ought  to  be  remembered  that  there  were  two  words  to 
tvery  bargain,  and  certainly  the  treaty  provided  that  if  we  were 
^und  to  the  King  of  Pruffia,  there  were  likewife  conditions  by 
^Wch  the  King  of  Pruffia  was  equally  bound  to  us.    As  to  the  in- 
ability of  our  other  allies,  to  go  on  without  demanding  fubfidies  from 
^s,  however  that  might  be  ufed  as  a  general  argument,  there  was 
1^0  chance  of  its  applying  to  the  prefent  circumftances  of  the  war. 
^uftria  had  taken  her  fhare  in  the  whole  of  it,,  and  had  adled  large- 
ty)  by  fending  at  leaft  180,000  men  into  the  field,  and  unlefs  we 
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found  it  a  defirable  thing  to  be  in  alliance  with  the  prefent  dcteftable 
fyftcm  in  France,  and  to  give  up  our  other  alliances,  he  could  not 
fee  the  fhadow  of  a  reafon  or  argument  for  refilling  terms  fo  favour- 
able as  thofe  propofed  by  Pruflia,  when  it  was  in  our  power  to  ob- 
tain them.     He  confeffed  that  he  expeded  to  have  heard  more  ar-  \ 
guments  than  had  been  yet  brought  forward  againft  it,  but  he  was  1 
pleafed  to  find  that  even  his  right  honourable  friend,  with  all  his  I 
ability  and  ingenuity,  had  not  tried  to  adduce  any.    He  had  argued 
chiefly  againft  the  principle  of  the  war,  and  not  againft  the  terms 
of  the  treaty,  but  this  mode  of  arguing  he  thought  did  not  come 
within  the  limits  of  the  prefent  difcuflTion,  and  the  opinion  of  the 
Houfe  had  been  fufliciently  known  upon  it  before.     He  concluded 
by  adverting  to  the  comparifon  which  Mr.  Fox  had  made  between  1 
Mr.  Pitt's  calling  this  a  day  of  joy  and  congratulation,   becaufe  by  ' 
this  effort  we  might  fave  the  country  from  deftru(ftion,  and  calling 
a  day  a  day  of  congratulation  to  a  friend  who  might  lofe  a  limb, 
becaufe  by  the  amputation  a  mortification  might  be  prevented,  or 
even  his  life  might  be  favcd  ;  certainly  in  this  cafe,  even  as  the  right 
honourable  gentleman  had  ftatcd  it,  he  would  think  it  a  day  of  con- 
gratulation to  a  friend,  though  he  might  fuflPer  a  confiderable  degree 
of  pain,  and  be  at  the  expence  of  a  limb,  that  upon  thofe  terms  his 
life  was  faved. 

The  queftion  was  then  put  upon  Mr.  Fox's  amendment. 

Mr.  FOX  faid,  that  he  underftood  the  regular  way  of  moving 
an  amendment  to  fuch  queftions  as  die  prefent,  was  by  propofing 
to  vote  a  fmaller  fum,  becaufe  it  might  be  prefumed  that  the  Houfe 
was  more  inclined  to  vote  a  fmall  than  a  larger  fum  of  their  confti- 
tuents'  money,  though  he  owned  there  was  nothing  in  the  late  prac- 
tice of  the  Houfe  which  even  confirmed  him  in  this  opinion.  He 
had  likewife  to  add,  that  though  he  only  propofed  to  alter  the  fum, 
the  intention  of  his  amendment  was,  to  difapprove  all  that  followed 
of  the  oririnal  rcfolution. 

The  Committee  divided  on  the  amendment : 

Ayes,   33  ;    Noes,   134. 

The  original  refolution  was  then  put  and  carried  ;  and  the  re- 
port ordered  to  be  received  to-morrow. 

Mr.  THORNTON,  after  fome  remarks  on  the  manner  in 
which  Government  contrafts  were  fometimes  difpofed  of,  in  many 
inftances,  to  the  great  difadvantage  of  the  Public,  moved  for  leave 
to  bring  in  a  bill  to  explain  and  amend  fo  much  of  the  bill  com- 
monly known  by  the  name  of  the  Contraftors'  Bill,  as  difqualifics 
perfons  holding  Government  contrafts  to  fit  in  Parliament,  and  to 
cnaft,  that  in  future  all  contracts  (hall  be  made  by  public  advertifc- 
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mentf  and  given  to  the  perfon  who  ihall  offer  terms  the  moft  fa- 
vourable to  the  Public. 

Mr.  CHI  SWELL  feconded  the  motion. 

Mr.  SHERIDAN  oppofed  it.  Such  a  bill,  he  faid,  would 
take  away  a  very  valuable  provifion  for  the  independence  of  the 
Houfc.  The  part  of  it  which  admitted  contradtors  to  feats  in  Par- 
liament, would  foon  be  the  only  one  that  would  be  obferved,  and 
contradis  would  be  difpofed  of  for  the  purpofe  of  influence  as  be- 
fore. 

Mr.  M.  ROBINSON  objefted  to  bringing  forward  fuch  a  pro- 
pofition  at  fuch  an  hour,  without  previous  notice. 

Mr.  THORNTON  faid  he  had  given  notice  of  it  two  days  be- 
fore ;  and  every  reafonable  opportunity  for  confideration  and  difcuf- 
fion  ihould  be  given  on  the  future  ftages  of  the  bill. 

After  ftrangers  were  ordered  to  wididraw, 

Mr.  JOLIFFE  faid  he  fhould  fupport  the  motion,  becaufe  he 
had  always  difapproved  of  the  whole  of  the  bill  which  it  propofed  t6 
amend. 

Mr.  Chancellor  PITT  alfo  approved  of  the  motion,  but  not  on 
grounds  quite  fo  extenfive. 

The  Houfe  divided  on  the  motion  :   Ayes,  48  ;    Noes,  24. 

The  Houfe  adjourned. 

Friday,   2d  May. 

On  reading  the  report  of  the  Committee  on  the  King's  meflage, 
giving  His  Majefty  a  vote  of  credit  for  two  millions  and  a  half,  to 
enable  His  Majefly  to  make  good  his  engagement  with  the  King  of 
Pruffia; 

Mr.  SHERIDAN  faid,  that  after  what  had  pafled  on  this  fub- 

jeft,  no  perfon  could  rationally  entertain  any  fanguinc  hopes  that 

any  oppofition  to  this  meafure  would  be  attended  with  proper  efFed  ; 

perhaps  the  granting  of  a  few  millions  of  the  money  of  the  people  of 

this  country,   did  not  appear  to  that  Koufe  to  be  of  importance 

enough  to  make  it  worth  their  while  to  pay  any  attention  to  it.     He 

ftould  have  contented  himfelf  with  giving  to  this  refolution,  in  its 

prefent  form,  his  fintplp  negative,  if  it  had  not  been  for  a  very 

alarming  rumour  of  an  Unfortunate  event  abroad,  of  which  he  feared 

Minifters  had  intelligence,  and  which  he  feared  was  too  true  ;  he 

meant  the  total  defeat  of  General  Clairfeyt,  together  with  the  entire 

lofs  of  his  whole  camp,  baggage,  and  ftores,  and  of  the  taking  of 

Courtray.      Every  perfon  muft  feel  the  moil  fincere  regret  at  fuch 

intelligence,  and  the  general  impreffion  of  that  circumftance  muft 

add  to  the  defire  the  Houfe  had  to  provide  for  the  fafety  of  tfeis 

Gg« 
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country,  and  for  ftrengthening  the  power  of  the  hands  of  Govern- 
ment.    But  he  faw  the  fubjeft  now  under  the  confideration  of  the 
Houfe  in  fo  particular  a  point  of  view,  under  the  prefent  lituation  of 
this  country,  that  this  unfortunate  intelligence  incrcafed  his  objec- 
tion to  the  meafure.      It  would  be  wifer  in  us  to  claim  of  the  King 
of  Pruflia  his  fulfilment  of  the  treaty  of  1 788,  and  employ  Ae  re- 
fidue  of  the  money  now  about  to  be  voted  to  fome  other  purpofc  ; 
for,  confidcring  the  great  difficulties  we  were  now  under,   he  had  no 
objeftion  to  the  two  millions  and  a  half,  but  he  obje<Sed  to  this  ap- 
plication of  that  fum  ;  and  he  muft  fay,  it  appeared  to  him,   that  of 
all  the  topics  which  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had  ever  cho- 
fen  for  panegyric,  none  was  more  unfuitable  than  the  good  terms  of 
this  bargain  with  the  King  of  Pruflia  ;  for  it  ftruck  him  to  be  the 
moft  prodigally  extravagant  agreement  he  ever  heard  of.      Had  we 
called  on  the  King  of  Pruflia,  and  he  fulfilled  the  treaty  of  1 788, 
we  fliould  have  hadof  Pruflian  troops  for  a  whole  year  30,000,  for 
600, cool.,  of  which  we  were  to  defray  four,  and  the  Dutch  two 
hundred  thoufand.     The  queftion  of  economy,  therefore,   the  ML 
nifter  could  not  adduce  to  his  own  advantage  in  difcufling  this  bar- 
gain with  the  King  of  Pruflia.     The  Minifter  had,  on  a  former 
day,  compared  this  with  other  fubfidiary  treaties,  and  with  the  ex- 
pence  of  Heflian  and  other  troops  ;  he  fliould   have  compared  it 
with  our  laft  treaty  with  the  King  of  Sardinia,  and  then  we  fliould 
fee  the  point  of  economy  a  little  more  diftindly.     He  \vanted  to 
know  in  what  light  to  confider  the  prefent  fituation  of  the  King  of 
Pruflia.     Was  he  merely  a  hirer  of  his  troops  (as  many  other  Mo- 
narchs  were  on  other  occafions)  in  this  war  ?    Or  was  he  a  party  for 
himfelf,  as  principal  in  this  caufe  ?  By  the  treaty  between  us  and  the 
King  of  Sardinia,  there  were  to  be  employed  in  the  common  caufe, 
for  one  year,  50,000  men,  for  which  we  were  to  pay  200,000!., 
and  now  wc  were  to  have  of  the  King  of  Pruflia  only    30,600 
men,  for  one  year,  for  i,6oo,oool. ;  the  Houfe  would  by  this 
fee  the  ftate  of  the  bargain  with  regard  to  the  queftion  of  ecorwmy*  * 
Another  thing  was  to  be  confidered  :   he  wiflied  to  aflc  whether  the 
King  of  Pruflia  had  the  62,000  men  now  completely  equipped; 
if  he  had  not,  and  we  were  to  wait  until  he  had  them,  then  his 
ilipulation  was  a  grofs  impofition  upon  us,  and  we  might  advance 
our  money  for  nothing.     If,  on  the  other  hand,  he  had  them  ready, 
it  was  a  grofs  impofition  to  caU  for  our  aflTiftance,  by  way  of  fubfidy; 
for  that  which  he  could  produce  without  it ;  for  it  was  calling,  i^ 
fadJ:,  on   us  to  aflift  him  to  complete  what  was  complete  already. 
In  the  view  he  had  taken  of  this  fubjeft,  the  Houfe  would  fee  that 
wc  might  avoid  the  great  expence  of  this  treaty,  by  calling  on  the 
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King  of  ftiiffia  to  fiimilh  us  with  30,000  men  for  a  year,  accord- 
ir^tohis  treaty  of  1788,  and  for  which  wcivcre  bound  to  pay 
him  no  more  than  400,000!.,  and  then  we  might  apply  the  re-» 
maining  fum  of  money,  which  was  little  lefs  than  i, 600,000!.  in 
another  and  in  a  better  way ;  for  he  muft  fay  fairly  and  openly  at 
once,  we  could  not  prudently,  after  what  we  had  witnefled,  place 
any  confidence  wliatever  in  the  promifes  or  engagements  of  the  King 
of  Pniffia  ;  he  meant  to  fay  nothing  of  that  Prince  perfonally  ;  in 
what  he  faid  he  alluded  only  to  the  Court  of  Berlin  ;  he  did  not 
mean  to  dwell  on  the  conduft  of  that  Court  to  Poland  ;  it  was  too 
notorious  to  require  a  comment ;  but  he  muft  call  on  the  Houfe  to 
recoiled,  Aat  at  this  moment  only  ten  (hort  months  had  paffed, 
fince  other  Powers  had  entered  into  a  convention  with  us  not  to  lay 
down  arms  until  every  place  taken  by  the  French  liad  been  given 
up :  this  was  known  by  the  King  of  Pruffia,  and  yet  he  lays  down 
his  arms  in  April  1 7  94,  in  open  violation  of  all  faith,  and  the  true 
fpirit  of  treaty.  Was  there,  dierefore,  any  reafon  to  put  any  faith 
in  the  pledge  of  fuch  a  Court  ?  For  his  part,  he  faw  not  the  leaft 
pnidcnce  in  putting  the  fmalleft  faith  in  fuch  pledge,  or  advancing  a 
fingle  Britifh  guinea  on  the  confidence  of  it. 

With  regard  to  the  treaty  itfelf,  he  faw  in  it  nothing  to  give  more 
confidence  than  ought  to  have  been  given  to  the  other  engagements. 
He  faw  very  crafty  provifions  in  it  for  the  King  of  Pruffia.     Mr. 
Chancellor  Pitt  faid,  the  army  of  the  King  of  Pruffia  was  to  act 
in  concert  with  others  for  the  common  caufe ;  but  had  not  the  King 
of  Pruflia  die  command  of  them  all,  and  might  he  not,  from  that 
very  power,  defeat  the  very  end  which  we  tmght  have  in  view,  by 
Ais  treaty.     Here  Mr.  Sheridan  read  fome  of  the  articles  of  the 
treaty,  to  fhew  the  great  care  which  tlie  King  had  taken  of  our  in- 
tercft,  and  then  he  aflccd  what  was  the  objeft  of  the  King  of  Pruffia 
in  the  manner  he  was  to  aft  ?  As  he  had  the  command  of  thefc 
62,000  men,  he  had  too  much  reafon  to  apprehend  that  the  King 
of  Pruffia  would  not  aft  in  any  co-operation  with  Auflria.     He 
fhouid  be  glad  to  know  what  power  we  had  over  the  deflinatjon  of 
thefe  troops.    If  there  (hould  be  any  difagreement  of  opinion  among 
the  combined  powers,  how  wastliat  difference  to  be  fettled?  He  faw 
noprovifion  made  that  the  majority  fhouid  decide  it ;  all  the  difcrc- 
tion  as  to  the  Pruffian  troops  was  left  to  the  King  of  Pruffia  alone. 
Suppofe  we  were  to  take  any  towns,  Dunkirk  for  inftance,  aiKi  we 
want  troops  to  garrifon  it,  could  we  compel  the  King  of  Pi-uffia  to 
detach  part  of  his  troops  for  that  purpofe  P   He  faw  no-  provifion 
whatever  of  that  rtaHire ;  every  thing  was  left  to  the  difcretion  of 
the  King  of  Pruffia.     Another  diing  to  be  confidcrcd  was,  tliat  we 
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were  to  pay  th#  King  of  Pruffia  6oo,ooOl.  before  he  moves  hU 
army ;  though  our  Miniftcr  trufted  him  fo  implicitly,  he  took  care 
for  his  part  not  to  truft  any  body.  Now  after  this  6oo,oool.  wa^ 
paid  to  the  King  of  Pruffia,  what  fecurity  had  we  that  he  would 
move  one  man  of  them  ?  After  receiving  the  money,  he  mi^tfec 
fome  difturbance  in  his  own  dominions,  or  in  the  neighbourhood, 
in  Poland  perhaps,  that  might  be  more  to  his  intcrell  to  attend  to, 
than  attending  to  any  fubfidiary  affairs  for  us.  Thinking  that  this 
bargain  was  extravagant,  that  no  faith  could  be  placed  in  the  en- 
gagements of  the  Court  of  Berlin,  knowing  that  we  had  a  right  to 
call  on  the  King  of  Pruffia,  if  difpofed  to  truft  him  at  all,  to  fulfil 
the  engagement  of  the  treaty  of  1788,  by  which  we  might  have 
30,000  Pruffian  troops  for  a  year,  for  400,0001.  and  believing 
that  the  remainder  of  this  vote  could  be  better  applied,  he  fhould 
move  that  all  that  part  of  the  refolution  which  related  to  fulfilling 
the  engagement  with  the  King  of  Pruffia  be  left  out,  fo  that  the  re- 
folution would  be  confined  merely  to  a  vote  of  credit  for  two  millions 
and  an  half. 

Mr.  MARTIN  thought  that  this  war  was  conduced  like  the 
American  war.  He  had  long  thought  before  the  conclufion  of  that 
war,  that  the  Minifter  who  condudted  it  ought  to  be  brought  to  ac- 
count for  it :  he  would  not  fay  any  thing  harfli  of  a  man  who  was 
now  no  more,  but  he  was  forry,  on  public  groundj  that  he  had  not 
been  brought  to  account ;  for  if  he  had,  he  believed  in  his  con- 
fcience  tliis  war  would  not  be  now  condudted  as  it  was. 

The  refolution  was  then  read  a  fecond  time,  and  Mr.  Sheridan's 
amendment  put. 

Mr.  FOX  faid,  that  after  having  delivered  his  fentiments  upon 
this  fubjedl  in  general,  he  fhould  now  confine  himfelf  to  a  few 
points :  on  the  prefent  occafion,  he  (hould  confine  himfelf  chiefly 
to  the  terms  of  this  treaty  as  a  queftion  of  expence ;  not  that  he  ap- 
proved of  its  other  parts,  but  becaufe  they  had  been  already  debated. 
We  werepaying  i,6oo,oool.  for  thofe  troops,  and  if  the  war  lafted 
for  another  year,  we  fhould  pay  1,600, cool,  a  year  for  30,000 
troops.  Now,  if  we  looked  at  any  other  treaty,  we  fliould  find 
this  a  larger  price  than  we  paid  for  the  affiftance  of  troops  over 
which  we  had  the  whole  command  ;  but  if  we  had  no  command  at 
all  over  them,  the  cafe  was  enormous  indeed.  If  we  confidered 
them  as  the  troops  of  a  Prince  engaged  in  the  war,  why  then  wc 
muft  naturally  look  to  the  treaty  we  had  with  the  King  of  Sardinia : 
^-by  that  we  had  50,000  troops  for  a  year  for  2 o  o ,  o  o  ol.  Here 
we  paid  i,6oo,oooL  for  62,000  troops:  he  defired  this  compa- 
rifon  to  be  made.     Mr.  Fox  then  made  fevcral  other  comparifons 


jl.  1794.  DEBATES.  131 

with  other  treaties,  and  maintained  that,  by  the  bcft  calculation,  the 
proportion  againft  us  between  this  and  other  treaties,  was  fomc  of 
them  fourteen  to  one,  and  the  loweft  above  ten  to  one,  againft  us. 
He  again  took  notice  of  the  ambiguous  iituation  of  the  King  of 
Pruflia ;  for,  when  the  queftion  between  us  and  him  was  a  quefUon 
of  expence,  he  fays,  "  I  am  not  interefted  in  this  war  as  you  arc, 
and  I  fliall  not  proceed,  unlcfs  you  bear  a  great  (hare  of  the  ex- 
pence."  When  the  queftion  was  a  queftion  who  (hall  have  die 
command  of  the  troops  to  be  paid  for  by  us,  then  he  fays,  "  I  am 
a  principal  in  the  war,  as  well  as  yourfelves,  and  as  deeply  inte- 
refted ;  and,  therefore,  I  muft  have  the  entire  command  of  all  my 
troops."  This,  Mr.  Fox  faid,  was  really  intolerable  ;  this  was  a 
tricking,  fhifting,  (huffling  behaviour  of  this  Prince,  adding,  no 
doubt,  from  the  advice  of  his  Council ;  but  that  was  no  reafon 
why  the  people  of  this  country  ftiould  be  dupes  of  fuch  knavery. 
He  wiftied  to  have  the  Iituation  of  the  King  of  Pruflia  fairly  ftated  ; 
and  taking  this  treaty  which  way  we  pleafed,  ftill,  on  the  queftion 
of  expence,  comparing  it  with  others,  it  was  fourteen  and  ten  to 
one  againft  us.  He  (hould  therefore  hope  that  the  Houfe  would  a 
little  ccnfider  whether  they  could  anfwer  to  themfelves  and  their 
conftituents,  in  the  large  fcnfe  of  the  word,  the  people  of  this  coun- 
try, for  having,  in  a  few  days,  voted  fuch  an  enormous  fum  of 
money,  without  having  any  opportunity  of  converfing  with  the  people 
on  the  fubjeft.  He  would  wifti  to  afk  them,  whether  by  fuch  con- 
duft  they  entitled  themfelves  to  the  character  of  faithful  ftewards  ? 
It  was  too  much  that  the  wealth  of  this  country  ftiould  be  fliame- 
fully  lavifticd  and  prodigally  fquandered  away  to  gratify  any  unprin- 
cipled rapacity,  or  contemptible  finefle,  of  any  Prince  or  any  Court 
in  Europe. 

Mr.  Chancellor  PITT  remarked,  that  the  right  honourable  gen- 
tleman who  had  fpoken  laft,  and  the  honourable  gentleman  who 
had  preceded  him,  feemed  eflentially  to  differ  from  each  other  as 
to  the  mature  of  the  objedions  which  had  been  urged  againft  the 
prefent  meafure.  One  honourable  gentleman  (Mr.  Sheridan)  had 
ftated,  that  this  plan  of  fubfidifing  the  King  of  PrufTia  was  princi- 
pally to  be  objedled  to  on  account  of  the  expence  with  which  it  was 
attended  ;  and  in  order  to  dcmonftrate  the  greatnefs,of  this  expence, 
he  had  entered  into  a  comparifon  of  the  expence  which  would  have 
attended  the  payment  of  30,000  men,  under  the  ftipulations  of  the 
treaty  of  1787,'  when  compared  with  that  which  would  attend  the 
payment  of  thefe  troops  under  the  fubfidy  treaty  in  queftion,  as  if 
there  was  no  difference  between  complying  witfi  the  terms  of  an 
antecedent  treaty,  which  was  a  cafus  faderis,  and  the  cominjg  to  a 
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frefli  agreement  without  any  antecedent  contra<3«  On  d\is  diffinc-* 
tion  he  trufted  that  the  Houfe  would  fee  the  impropriety  of  the  eco- 
nomical arguments  of  the  honourable  gentleman,  and  therefore  he 
fhould  fay  no  more  upon  it.  To  the  other  right  honourable  gentleman 
(Mr.  Fox)  who  had  faid  that  the  terms  of  the  treaty  left  the  Houfe 
in  a  ftate  of  uncertainty  as  to  the  future  part  the  King  of  Pruffia  was 
to  take  in  the  war ;  the  bed  anfwer  that  could  be  given  was  by  an 
appeal  to  the  part  which  that  Monarch  had  taken  in  the  prefent 
tranfadion.  From  the  confideration  of  it,  it  would  appear  that  the 
King  of  Pxuffia  had  Aiil  declared  his  refolution  of  adtng  as  a  prin- 
cipal in  the  war,  but  that,  in  order  to  enable  him  to  do  fo,  it  was 
requifite  that  he  (hould  obtain  fome  fupply  from  the  fupcrior  wealth, 
jrefources,  and  revenue  of  this  country,  which  was  ei^aged  in  the 
fame  caufe  with  himfelf.  That  the  obfervatfons  with  regard  to  the 
extraordinary  and  exorbitant  expence  of  hiring  thefe  men  were  ill 
founded,  would  appear  from  comparing  the  amount  of  this  fubfidy 
with  the  expence  attending  the  levying  an  equal  number  of  Heffian, 
Hanoverian,  or  Britifli  troops.  The  right  honourable  gentleman 
(Mr.  Fox)  had  found  fault  with  this  treaty,  becaufe  the  money  to 
be  expended  was  to  be  laid  out  for  the  purpofes  of  foreign  war,  and 
not  for  the  immediate  defence  of  his  own  dominions,  though  an 
objedion  of  a  diredtiy  contrary  nature  was  ftated  with  regard  to  the 
fubfidy  treaty  with  the  King  of  Sardinia ;  and  as  this  reafohing  was 
fo  inconiiilent  with  itfelf,  he  was  confident  the  Houfe  would  pay  lit- 
tle attention  to  it.  He  would  conclude  by  fliortly  remarking  to  the 
Houfe,  that  the  fubfidy  treaty  in  1756,  was,  for  the  reafons  he  had 
before  ftated,  effentially  diiFerent  in  all  its  circumftances  i  and  leave 
the  queftion  without  farther  comment. 

The  Houfe  then  divided,  and  there  appeared— 
For  the  amendment  32  i  Againft  it  82« 

The  Houfe  adjourned. 

Mondajy  $th  May. 

Mr.  ROBERT  THORNTON  brought  in  the  bill  to  enable 
Members  of  Parliament  to  make  contradls  with  Government, 

Mr.  SHERIDAN  faid,  he  had  expefted  to  hear  fomething  in 
explanation  of  the  motives  upon  which  this  bill  was  introduced : 
it  went  in  part  to  repeal  an  ad  of  Parliament,  which  had  been 
made  after  mature  deliberation,  and  which  hadbcen  hitherto  attended 
with  very  great  benefit  to  the  country :  on  this  account  he  (hould 
oppofe  it  in  the  prefent  ftage. 

Mr.  JOLIFFE  faid,  if  the  bill  was  fufFercd  tabe  brought  in 
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and  difeuiTedy  hcjm^ertained  no  doubt  but  the  fcruples  of  his  ho* 
nourable  friend  ^^md  be  entirely  removed* 

Mr.  SHERIDAN  iaid,  that  If  the  honourable  gentleman  would 
propofe  fome  day  for  tiie  fecond  reading,  when  there  (hould  be  a 
{iiU  attendance,  he  Ihould  for  thp  prpfent  withdraw  his  oppoittion. 

Mr.  THORNTON  faid,  that  he  fliould  propofc  Thursday  next, 
when  there  would  be  a  full  if oufe,  as  he  underfiood  the  honourable 
Member  had  a  motion  to  oome  on  that  day. 

The  bill  was  then  read  a  firft  time,  and  ordered  to  be  read  a 
{scotui  time  on  Thurfday. 

Mr.  SHERIDAN  rofe  and  fhted,  that  among  the  orders  of  the 
day,  one  flood  for  taking  into  ooniideration  the  report  of  the  Aber- 
deen bill ;  and  alfo  notice  of  a  modon  for  difcharging  the  order  for 
the  pedti(Miers  againft  that  bill  being  heard  by  Counfel.    The  Houfe 
very  well  knew  that  this  bill  was  oppoTed  by  2700  petitioners, 
onany  of  diem  people  of  great  property  and  rcfpe<Stability,  who 
would  be  ready  to  fupport  a  bill  upon  proper  principles,  if  it  were 
at  all  neceilary.     So  it  happened,  however,  that  the  Corporation, 
or  Town  Council,  had  in  their  management  fufHcient  funds  for^ 
paving,  lighting,  and  fupplying  with  water  the  town  of  Aberdeen. 
The  petition  on  the  table  fo  ftated  the  cafe,  and  evidence  was  ready 
^0  be  produced  in  fupport  of  it*    Notice,  however,  had  been  repeat- 
edly given  that  a  motion  would  be  made  to  difehaige  the  order  for 
hearing  the  petitioners  by  Counfel  at  the  Bar— -this  to  him  appeared 
very  extraordinary  indeed,  and  what  he  could  hardly  fuppofe  was 
meant  ferioufly.     It  might  fo  happen,  however,  that  thofe  who 
were  anxious  to  fupport  the  bill,  with  a  view  to  pu(h  it  through, 
R)ight  feiz.e  an  opportunity  in  the  abfence  of  thofe  Members  who 
wifhed  to  aid  the  petitioners  in  oppoiing  a  very  improper  meafure, 
^nd  the  Houfe,  t^en  by  furprife,  might  difchaige  die  order.-* 
Where  the  interefts  of  fo  many  thoufands  were  concerned,    he 
feould  think  this  a.veiy  hard  cafe.     It  now  muft  appear  very  cer- 
tain to  the  gendemen  who  fupported  the  bill,  that  it  was  impoflible 
to  carry  it  through  in  this  late  period  of  the  feilion.     The  people 
of  Aberdeen  were  undoubtedly  the  bed  judges  of  their  own  af&irs. 
The  buiinefs  miglit  be  fafely  trufted  to  the  operation  of  their  own 
judgement  and  gcxxl  fenfe.     Counfel  had  repeatedly  attended,  but 
it  fo  happened  that  there  was  no  Houfe  to  hear  them.     The  re- 
fliaining  part  of  the  feiTion  mi^t  be  fpent  in  the  fame  unprofitable, 
and  to  die  petitioners,  very  expenfive  mode  of  procedure.     He 
would  therefore  move  that  the  order  for  the  taking  this  buiinefs  into 
confideration  ihould  be  put  off  to  this  day  three  month^^ 

Vol.  XXXVni.  Hh 
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Mr.  FERGUSON  faid,  he  could  iM  believe  the  himoiirtMe 
Member  fcrious  in  what  he  propofed.  The  honourable  Member 
who  brought  in  the  bill  having  juft  fufFered  a  fevere  domtftio  hk, 
was  unable  to  attend.  .  In  his  abfence  he  had  taken  the  chaf^  rf 
the  bufinefs.  Aberdeen  was  a  town  of  great  refpe<5hibility ;  jrftor 
Edinbuigh  and  Glafgow,  the  third  in  Scotland.  It  was  alfo  the 
feat  of  an  Univerfity,  and  yet  nothing  had  been  done  to  fumifli  it 
with  pavements,  lamps,  and  water.  It  Was  furely  hard  that  Aber- 
deen, which  enabled  the  citizens  of  London  td  walk  with  comfort 
over  its  granite  pavement,  fhould  be  denied  the  privilege  of  paving 
its  own  ftreets.  He  thought  the  bill  a  very  fair  cmc,  and  fliould 
certainly  rcfift  the  motion. 

Serjeant  WATSON  obfcrved,  that  if  the  matter  was  fo  Very 
interefting,  the  beft  method  of  doing  it  juftice  Was  to  give  it  a  fair 
hearing.  Let  the  Counfel.be  called  in  «nd  heard,  and  then  it 
would  be  feen  on  which  fide  the  matter  of  right  and  property 
lay. 

Colonel  MACLEOD  faid,  that  it  would  be  readily  allowed  that 
he  was  better  acquainted  with  the  city  of  Aberdeen  than  the  learned 
Serjeant.  He  thought  the  bill  exceedingly  impr<^r.  A  petition 
from  2700  perfons  had  been  prefented  againft  the  WU.  A  petition 
had  likewife  been  prefented  in  favour  of  it,  figned  by  only  156 
perfons.  To  make  up  this  number  156  (the  fa6l  would  appear 
merely  from  looking  at  the  petition)  many  women,  the  gaoler,  and 
many  Members  of  the  Town  Council  had  figned,  and  even  feveral 
trading  companies  had  figned  firft  the  firm  of  the  company^  and 
then  the  partners  had  figned  again  as  individuals.  A  petition  fo 
fubfcribcd,  when  fo  refpeftably  oppofed  by  thofe  who  had  a  deep 
intercft  at  ftake,  he  could  not  help  thinking  deferved  juft  that  notice 
from  the  Hoafe,  which  his  honourable  friend  had  propofed.  He 
certainly  fhould  fupport  the  oppofition  of  the  very'refpe6lable  body 
of  the  inhabitants  who  would  be  aflTedted  by  the  bill.  It  appeared 
to  him  to  be  a  rule,  to  which  the  Houfe  fhould  attctid,  and  to  which 
they  always  hitherto  had  attended,  that  in  a  local  bill  to  impofe 
a  local  tax  for  local  purpofes,  the  concurrence  of  the  people  to  be 
afFefted  by  it,  fhould  be  previoufly  obtained — otherwife  it  fhould 
receive  no  countenance  in  that  Houfe.  There  was,  however,  fuf- 
licient  funds  in  the  hands  of  the  Town  Council,  and  the  purpofe 
pf  the  bill  was  to  lock  up  thofe  funds,  and  in  place  of  them  to 
draw  a  heavy  tax  from  the  pockets  of  the  inhabitants  ;  this  was  the 
plain  ftate  of  the  cafe.  When  in  the  North  he  had  not  obfcrve4 
any  deficiency  of  thofe  articles  in  Aberdeen,  the  waiit  of  which  had 
Ife'en  fo  pathetically  lamented.     Such  a  bill  w^  a  proper  objcd  of 
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oppofitBon,  and  he  ihould  certainly  oppofe  it,  by  every  means  in  his 

power. 

Mr.  WIGLEY  faid,  the  inference  appeared  to  him  to  be 
ftrange,  that  becaufe  the  biiiinefs  was  interefting  ^  thoufands^ 
&erdbre  the  hearing  (hould  be  delayed.  He  could  not  well  con- 
ceive this  mode  of  reafoning,  and  would  therefore  move  an  amend- 
ment, by  leaving  out  the  words  *^  this  day  three  mondis,"  and  in- 
ferting  **  to-morrow." 

Mr.  SHBRiDAN  faid,  certainly  the  Counfel  might  be  called 
in  and  heard,  but  by  whom  f  By  the  Speaker,  and  by  one,  two, 
or  three  Members.     It  was  well  known  that  at  this  advanced  pe- 
riod of  the  feffion,  fuch  was  the  manner  in  which  the  hearing 
would  be  attended;  but  was  it  a  manner  befitting  ajubjedi,  in 
which 'the  interefb  of  many  thoufands  were  invcdved  ?  Nodce  had 
three  times  been  given  of  a  motion  to  difcharge  the  order  for  hear^ 
ing  the  Counfel— ^and  for  what  reafon  P  Had  the  Counfel  and  wit- 
neffes  fadled  to  attend — that  would  have  been  a  good  reafon— but 
was  it  the  f2e&i  i  Certainly  not.    From  day  to  day  the  Counfel  and 
witneiles  had  attended,  and  why  were  diey  not  heard  ?  Becaufe 
there  was  nobody  to  hear  them— becaufe  the  judges  were  not  in 
Court,  were  fuitors  to  be  denied  the  benefit  of  being  fully  and  fairly 
heard  ?   It  was  for  this  very  reafon  he  had  made  the  motion.     If 
the  good  people  of  Aberdeen  could  not  fetde  their  differences  at 
home,  whieh  this  would  give  them  an  opportunity  of  doing,  and 
he  hoped  it  would  fo  happen,  then  let  them  be  heard  at  a  time 
when  gentlemen  would  attend  and  give  them  a  patient  and  full 
hearing:  he  fhould  therefore  adhere  to  his  motion,  as  being,  in 
his  opinion,  proper  and  confiftent. 

Seijeant  WATSON  profeflcd  hot  to  be  fomuch  conneded  with 
the  North  as  the  honourable  Member  oppofite  (Colonel  Macleod), 
but  he  had  heard  enough  from  his  friends  in  that  quarter,  to  fatisfy 
him  that  the  bill  Was  fuch  as  to  entitle  it  to  the  attention  of  die 
Houfe.  Perhaps  there  might  be  funds  as  was  flated,  but  powers 
fflight  be  wanted  to  open  and  enlarge  ftreets,  or  remove  incum- 
brances.—He  would  certainly  therefore  vctfe  for  the  amendment. 

After  a  few  words  from  Colonel  Macleod,  the  queflion  was  put ; 
and-diere  not  being  a  fufHcient  number  of  Members  prefent  to  make 
a  Houfo,  it  was  of  courfe  adjourned. 

Tuejdayy  dih  May. 

The-bill  for  granting  His  Majefty  2,500,0001.  to  enarblevHis 
Majefty  to  make  good  his  engagements  with  the  King  of  >PruI£ia, 

Hh  % 
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and  for  other  purpofes,  was  read  a  firft,  and  ordered  to  be  read  a 
fecond  time. 

The  Vote  of  Credit  Bill  was  read  a  fecond  time,  and  committed 
for  to-morrow. 

A  bill  was  ordered  in  to  expbin  and  almend  the  Public  Accounts 
a<ft  of  25  Geo.  III.  end  read  the  firft  time. 

The  Refolutions  of  the  Committee  on  the  ftanding  orderSi 
refpeSing  Navigation  Bills,  were  reported  and  agreed  to,  Nvith 
amendments  and  alterations,  and  declared  ftadding  orders,  send 
ordered  to  be  printed  and  diftributed. 

Thurfday^   %th  May. 

Mr.  SHERIDAN  feid,  that  he  could  not  think  of  brirging 
forward  his  motion  for  a  repeal  of  the  laws  againft  Roman  Catho-' 
lies  and  DiiTenters,  unlefs  his  Majefty's  Minifters  were  prefent ) 
and  as  he  did  not  fee  them  in  their  places,  he  would  defer  the  mo- 
tion to  a  further  day^  Perhaps  it  might  not  come  to  his  turn  to 
bring  it  on  at  all ;  for  he  hoped  that  Minifters  would  take  it  up, 
from  whom  a  meafure  of  that  kind  would  come  much  better  than 
(torn  him.     Monday  next  was  fixed  upon  for  the  motion. 

Mr.  SHERIDAN  oppofcd  die  ktond  reading  of  the  bill  to  en- 
able Members  of  that  Houfc  to  eontradl  for  the  Army  and  Navy, 
wluch  was  put  off  to  Monday  next,  (the  honourable  mover  wi 
being  then  in  his  place)  (mi  which  day,  Mr.  Sheridan  faid^  he 
would  xiiove  to  have  it  rejeded. 

Friday f  gih  May. 

Mr.  Secretary  DUNDAS  rofe  and  faid,  that  the  meafuife 
which  he  had  to  propofe  had  for  its  objed  the  building  of  a  hoafe 
or  houfes  for  the  employment  of  felons,  whofe  critnes  were  not  of 
that  magnitude  as  to  exclude  all  hope  of  reformation.  The  ground 
which  had  been  affigned  for  this  purpofe  was  in  the  parilh  of  Bat- 
terfea,  and  had  been  eftimated  at  6,oool.  adjudged  by  a  jurf. 
The  objeft  of  the  bill  being  well  confidered,  he  hoped  no  genric- 
man  would  ti3)pofe  the  principle  of  it,  and  therefore  he  would  move 
for  leave  to  iNring  in  a  bill  for  the  purpofe  of  erefting  a  penitentiary 
houfe  or  houfes,  on  a  piece  of  ground  afifcfted  by  a  jury  for  that 
purpofe,  in  the  parifh  of  Batterfea  in  Surry. 

On  the  fecond  reading  of  the  bill  for  proteding  Woolcombcrs 
from  the  lofies  they  would  fuftain  by  tlie  ufe  of  certain  machines 
for  reducing  roaoual  labour,  the  queftion  was  put  that  t;he  faid  bill 
be  committed,  therO  appeared. 

For  the  comraitipertt  ^4  ;  againft  it  67. 
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Mondof,  1 2ih  Mof* 

On  reacfing  die  order  o(  the  day  for  the  feeond  reading  of  the 
bill  for  enabling  Contradors  to  fit  in  Patliaitient, 

Mr.  CHI  SWELL,  after  a  few  bbfervatiofis,  moved,  '*  that  this 
bill  be  read  a  febond  time  this  day  two  months.** 

Mr.  BUXTON  (aid,  he  would  have  been  better  pleafed  if  this 
Ull  had  not  been  brou^t  into  that  Houfe  at  all.  He  thought  that 
die  time  when  die  bill  paffed  to  prevent  Contradors  from  fitting  in 
diis  Houfe  was  a  glorious  aera  in  the  hiftory  of  this  country.  He' 
expeAed  ibmediing  like  a  promife  to  be  made  now,  that  this  bill 
fliould  not  be  btought  forward  again,  odierwife  he  would  think  it 
advifeable  to  move,  that  diis  bill  be  now  rejeded. 

The  SPEAKER  faid,  that  in  point  of  rqgular  proceeding,  the 
motion  for  die  rejection  of  the  bill  could  not  be  made  on  the  day  on 
which  the  (»rder  ftood  for  the  fecond  reading ;  but  it  would  be  com« 
petcnt  for  any  Member  to  move  for  the  rejection  of  it  at  any  time 
afterwards. 

Mr.  CHISWELL  faid  a  few  words. 

Mr.  ROSE  was  of  opinion  that  there  were  circumftances  which 
would  prevent  diis  meafure  from  pafling  at  any  time. 

Mr.  BAKER  thought  this  was  a  meafure  which  od^  never 
to  have  been  brought  forward,  and  he  hoped  it  would  never  be 
heard  of  again. 

The  feccMid  reading  of  the  bill  was  dien  poftponed  to  this  day 
two  months. 

Mr.  DUNDAS  brought  down  the  following  Mcffage  from  his 
Majclty : 

GEORGE  R. 

His  Majejhf  having  receive  J  information^  that  the  f editions  praSfices 

Vfhich  have  been  for  fome  lime  €arried  m  by  certain  Societies  in  London  f 

in  correfpondcnce  with  Societies  in  different  parts  of  the  country j  have 

lately  been  purfued  with  increafed  a^ivity  aud  boldnefsy  and  hceue  been 

avowedly  direBed  to  the  ohjetl  of  afj'embling  a  pretended  General  Con» 

vention  (f  the  people^  in  contempt  and  defiance  of  the  authority  of  Par" 

liament^  and  on  principles  fubverfive  of  the  exijiing  laws  and  Conjli^' 

iution,  dnddireSlly  tending  to  the  introduSiion  of  that  fyjlem  of  anarchy 

and  confujion  which  has  fatally  prevailed  in  France y  has  given  direct 

tions  for  feizing  the  books  and  papers  of  the  faid  Societies  in  London f 

which  have  been  feized  accordingly ;    and  thefe    books  and  papers 

appearing  to  contain  matter  of  the  greatefi  importance  to  the  public 

hterejiy  His  Majejiy  has  given  orders  for  lining  them  before  the  Houfe 

4  Commons  \  and  His  Majejiy  recommends  it  to  the  Houfe  to  confdsr 
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the  famej  and  to  take  Jucb  meafures  thereupw  as  may  appear  to  be 
neceffkry  for  effe£fually  guarding  againft  the  further  profecution  of  tbofe 
dangerous  dejignsy  and  for  preferving  to  His  Majeftysfubje^s  fbe 
enjoyment  (f  the  bleffmgs  derived  to  them  by  the  Corjututiott  happilj 
ejiablijhed  in  thefe  kingdoms. 

C.  R. 

Mt.  Dtendas  then  i]bferved,  that  as  iUbt  papers  ailluded  ta 
were  very  volumrnous,  it  had  not  been  as  yet  <detenTuned  iniethef 
k  would  be  more  proper  ix)  lay  the  whole  or  iextra6te  of  Acna  tipon 
ftc'tafele  of -the  Houfe.  (He  moved,  however,  that  the-Md^&gehe 
takoft  into  eonfideratidfi'lOi-fnonrow,  intending  at  the  faitie  timey  if 
the  papers  (hould  not  then  be  ready,  to  defer  the  confidcsradidn  to  % 
future  day,  -which  'was  agreed  to. 

The  Meffage  was  ordered  to  be  taken  into  conlideraiticm  to- 
snonow. 

T^uefdayj    I  yh  May.  ■ 

On  a  motion  being  made  for  the  tiiird  reading  of  the.  bill  for 

jfr^venling  uhnec^lary  j^elays  in  Elections, 

Mr.  POW YS  trofe  and  faid,  that  he  was  glad  there  was  fuch  « 

^l-Hotiib,  as  the  importance  of  the  claufes  introduced  in  thrs'bilt 

fiiice  it  had  been  otiginally  propofed,  demanded,  he  ^thought,  the 
moft  mature  deliberation.     He  fliould  not,  he  faid,  at  this  ftj^e  of 

-Ihfe  bUfinefs,  at  all  have  diffented  from  it,  were  it  not  thatthe  parts 
which  he  thought  objeftionable,  or  at  leaft  fo  doubtful  as  to  demand 

itdther  tonfideifation,  ^wdre  introduced  fince  the  bill  was  firft  read. 
At  all  events,  he  contended  that  the  Houfe  fhould  not  now  unad- 
vifedly  or  rafhly  pafs  it  with  thofe  provifions,  as  the  poftponing  it 
to  another  feffion  could  be  attended  with  no  evil  fo  great  as  that 
which  might  poffibly  atife  from  its  pafling  into  a  law.     He  there- 

'fore  moved  to  fubftitutp  "  this  day  three  months,"  inftead  of  the 
tvord  "  iiow." 

Mr.  FOX  faid,  that  as  the  principle  of  the  bill,  and  that  of 
the  daufes  fubfequently  introduced,  were  exadtly  the  fame,  and  as 
that  principle  had  been  almoft  unanimoufiy  acceded  to  by  the 
Houfe,  in  the  antecedent  ftages  of  the  bufinefs,  he  could  fee  na 

'^grounds  on  which  it  could  now  be  objedcd  to,  but  thofe  of  irregu- 
larity, if  any  there  was:  but  he  contended,  that,  on  the  contrary, 
all  the  forms  and  orders  of  the  Houfe  had  bee/i  fcrupuloufly  adhered 
to ;  and  he  himfelf  had,  when  propofing  the  additional  claufes, 
moved,  in  order  to  rcfcue  the  proceedings  from  the  imputation  of 
irregularity,  that  it  ftiould  be  an  inftrudlion  to  the  Committee  to 
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take  them  into  their  ooniideration.  Wh^  was  ftlU  iiiere»  the  bill 
'mB  a  feoond  time  recoinmittcd>  and  the  &nfe  of  the  HcMife  taken 
upon  it,  if  not  by  a  diviiion,  at  leaft  by  an  ample  difcuflion» 
ivixich  ended  in  their  agreeing  to  it.  As  thit  was  the  cafe>  and  as 
not  only  the  letter,  but  the  fubftance  and  the  fpirit  of  the  forms 
and  orders  of  the  Houfe,  had  been  ftriAly  adhered  to,  he  hoped 
the  bill  would  be  allowed  to  pafs  without  further  delay. 

The  MASTER  OF  THE  ROLLS  agreed,  that  the  oidcw  of 
the  Houfe  had  been  complied  with ;  and  faid,  that  if  the  bill  had 
been  fuffered  to  go  du-ough  the  Houfe  without  any  alteration  from 
its  original  ftru£ture,  he  (hould  not  have  oppofed  it :  but  had  he 
been  in  the  Houfe  when  the  additional  claufes  wem  prc^fed»  he 
ihould  have  fet  his  face  againft  them.  For,  what  was  the  prii>- 
dple  of  the  bill  ?  It  profeifed  to  be  a  bill  to  fhortien  (he  duration 
of  ele<!%on8-*»a  mbafure  he  heartily  approved  of.  But  what  did 
it  amount  to  now  ?  Nothing  lefs  than  a  bill  to  do  aswa^  aii  eQar 
Uiflied  teft.  This,  however  proper  it  might  apptaff  lo  b^  after, 
ihouid  not  be  done  before  difcdiion  and  confiderationp  He  would 
not  daiy  that  it  might  be  proper  to  abrogate  thofe  oathe »  but  he 
tiiou^t  it  was  rather  haAily  attempted,  coi^derin^  d!)e  great  inir 
portance  of  the  meafure.  He  would  not  fay,  either,  that  it  was  not 
prop^  to  give  Roman  Cadiolics  a  right  to  vote ;  but  he  obferved, 
that  this  bill  did  not  fubflitute,  in  the  place  of  the  abrqgated  oatfa^, 
even  fo  much  as  the  oath  enaded  by  the  Romaic  Catholic  Bill  pafied 
two  years  ago,  at  the  requifition  of  the  CadioHcs  themfelves ;  and 
he  could  fee  no  reafon  why  the  Houfe  fliould  tiot  piovide  tbait  tefi, 
at  leaft,  which  the  people  themfelves  had  offered. 

Mr.  DENT  was  againft  poftponing  the  hill. 

Mr.  BURKE  faid  a  few  words  againft  pc^poning  m  the  bill. 
He  profofled  that  the  enjoining  of  unneceflkry  oa&s  wa$  vvery  inv 
proper,  whedier  the  fubje£l  was  confidered  in  a  moral,  a  jeligipus, 
or  a  political  point  of  view.  The  iacrednefs  of  an  oath,  he  laid, 
(hould  be  preferved  in  all  poftible  purity,  and  not  blurred  with 
li^t  and  needlefs  over  ufe.  As  to  the  oaths  propofed  to  be  €90- 
pungcd  from  die  forms  of  eleflion  by  this  bill,  he-  was  convinced, 
and  (b  he  bdieved  was  the  Houfe,  that  they  were  ufelefs  and  fuperr 
fluous,  and  were  therefore,  he  infifted,  very  imprdper  to  be  admlr 
niftcred  ;  for  oaths,  if  not  abfolutely  juftificd  by  neccflity,  became 
criminal,  and  were  in  fad  a  tax  upon  die  confcientious,  but  np 
banrier  at  all  to  die  difafFeded  or  feditious.  He  was  therefbrr 
againft  poftponing  of  the  bill. 

Mr.  ChanoellOT  PITT  feid,  that  he  aj^eed  widi  his  right  ho- 
nourable friend  (the  Mafter  of  d^  Rolls),  that  tiie  bill  flxould  b^ 
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fc&poned,  as  a  doubt  had  arifen  refpeSing  the  expedtenqr  of  repeal- 
ing  the  oaths  on  the  one  hand,  and  as  no  material  injiuy  could 
arife  from  the  delay  of  it  on  the  other. 

Mr.  Pewys's  motion,  therefdte,  paflfed  without  a  divlfion ;  and 
the  bill  of  courfe  was  reje^ed  pro  tempore. 

Mr.  DENT  diie£i;Iy  moved,  "  for  leave  to  bring  in  a  bill, 
dire^ing  the  appointment  of  Commiffioners  for' the  purpofe  of  tak- 
ing fuch  declarations  and  oaths  as  are  at  prefent  required  by  law, 
to  be  taken  previous  to  the  z&  of  voting  at  the  eledtion  of  any 
Member  of  Parliament."  This  was  agreed  to,  and  Mr.  Dent  and 
fome  other  gentlemen  dire6ted  to  bring  it  in. 

Mr.  Secretary  DUNDAS  brought  up  a  packet  fealed,  containing 
the  books  and  papers  of  the  different  Societies  alluded  to  in  the 
King's  MefTage  of  yellerday.  .He  then  moved  the  order  of  die  day 
for  taking  into  confideration  the  MeiTage  from  His  Majefty.  The 
MefTage  being  read, 

Mr.  Chancellor  PITT  faid,  that  as  the  Houfe  muft  already  be 
in  full  poiTeflion  of  the  nature  of  the  fads  to  which  their  attention 
was  called  by  His  Majefly's  MeiTage,  it  was  not  necef&ry  for  him 
to  detain  them  with  many  words  upon  it.     He  fhould  therefore  con- 
tent himfelf  with  moving,  widi  as  much  pteciiion  as  pofldble,  the 
meafures  he  thought  it  might  be  expedient  for  the  Houfe  to  adopt;. 
The  firft  was  one  in  which  he  prefumed  to  hope,  that  all  would 
concur  as  of  courfe— he  meant  the  Addrefs  of  Thanks  to  His 
Majefly  for  his  gracious  MefTage,  and  an  expreffion  of  their  refo- 
lution  to  take  the  matter  referred  to  in  it,  into  their  ferious  con« 
^deration.     If  this  motion  was  agreed  to,  which  he  flattered  him<- 
felf  it  could  not  fail  to  be,  with  even  cordial  unanimity,  he  would 
then,  he  faid,  move  to  refer  the  papers  to  the  confideration  of  a 
Committee ;  and  on  that  move,  that  fuch  Committee  fhould  be  a 
Committee  of  Secrecy,  as  molt  conformable  to  cuftomary  pra6ticc, 
and  beft  adapted  to  the  particular  circumftances  of  the  cafe.     The 
|)apers,  he  remarked,  were  fealed  up,  and  in  that  ftate  laid  by 
His  Majefty  before  the  Houfe ;  for  as  they  related  to  tmnfadions 
of  an  extraordinary,  formidable  and  criminal  nature,  and  con- 
tained matter  that  implicated  a  great  number  of  perfons,  it  was 
fitting  tliat  the  examination  of  them,  which  would  neceflarily  ta)ce 
up  fome  time  before  any  efFedtual  ftep  could  be  taken,  fhoulibe  as 
fecret  as  poflTible,  in  order  that  the  mcafurcs  whidi  the  Houfe  might 
be  in  future  difpofed  to  adoj)t  fliould  not  be  evaded  by  the  matter 
contained  in  die   papers  tranfjnring   prematurely.     The   Houfe 
would  therefore  fee  the  propriety  of  firfl  referring  them  to  the  con- 
fideration of  a  Secret  Committee,  from  whence  the  whole  of  the 
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tranfa<£tions  i^vould  be  laid  open  at  a  view  to  the  public,  and  of  not 
renderii^  their  future  meafures  abortive  by  a  premature  or  partial. 
difcloTure.  He  therefore  moved,  tfcat  an  humble  Addrcfs  be  pre- 
fented  to  His  Majeftjr,  to  return  him  thahks  lor  his  mod  gracious 
MeiTage ;  to  aflure  His  Majefty,  that  the  Houfe  will  immediately 
take  intO'  its  ferious  coiilidefatloh  the  fubjed  recommended  to  them 
by  His  Majcfty ;  and  to  affurc  His  Majefty,  that  they  will  adopt 
fuch  fteps  as  ftall  appear  to  them  neoeflaiy  in  a  matter  fo  highly 
important  to  his  Majefty's  dominions. 

Mr.  FOX  faid,  he  did  not  rife  up  for  the  purpofe  of  oppofing 
the  prefent  motion,  as  he  conceived  it  to  be  in  fome  fort  a  thing  of 
courfe,  but  jnercly  to  fay  a  few  words  preliminary  to  his  acceding 
to  it ;  and  he  Was  the  Icfs  inclined  to  oppofe  it,  as  he  conceived 
that  his  aflent  in  no  way  precluded  him  from  exercifing  his  right  to 
difcufs  the  various  fubje£is  referred  to  in  the  Meffage  when  they 
came  properly  before  die  Houfe  j  and  that  the  qucftions,  whether 
the  objedl  before  them  was  properly  fit  for  their  inveftigation  ? 
What  the  means  were  by  Which  the  papers  were  procured  ?  Whe- 
ther the  feizure  of  them  was  conftitutional  and  legal  ?    And  whe- 
ther the  mode  of  coUefting  the  information  refpedling  them  were 
juftifiable  ?    were  ftill  as  open  to  the  inveftigation  and  difcuflion  of 
him  and  every  other  Member,  as  if  they  refiifed  their  affent  in 
limine  to  the  Addrefs.     But  what  he  chiefly  wifhed  to  remark  Yfzs, 
that  if  the  papers  Were  fealed  up,  and  the  contents  therefore  un- 
known to  the  Houfe,  he  thought  it  would  be  ralhncfs  to  refer  them 
to  a  Secret  Committee,  unlefs  prectedents  were  firft  adduced  upon 
which  to  ground  fuch  a  meafure ;  for  of  all  modes  of  proceeding, 
the  fteps  which  had  been  adopted  in  the  prefent  cafe  fccmed  to  him 
to  be  thofe  which  was  moft  neCeffary  to  watch  over  with  vigilance. 
Lord  WYCOMBE  faid,  he  had  not  any  intention  of  oppofing 
the  motion ;  far  be  it  from  him  to  deprecate  the  inquiry  which  it 
would  lead  to ;  if  there  did  exift  any  defign  to  fubvert  the  Confti- 
tution,  or  betray  its  interefts,  inquiry  (hould  be  inftituted,  tfiat 
the  objed  of  perfons  having  fuch  defigns  (hould  be  made  known. 
If  there  had  been  guilt,  the  gtiilty  (hould  be  puniflied.     If  there 
.  had  been  imprudence,  the  imprudent  (hould  be  cxpofed,  in  order 
to  put  an  erd  at  once  to  all  thofe  fufpicions,  jealoufies,  and  per- 
haps groimdlefs  apprehenfions  which  had  fo  long  been  entertained  in 
this  country.     But  all  proceedings,  he  conceived,  (hould  be  open, 
that  unmerited  fufpicion  might  not  take  place.     He  fpoke  upon 
this  fubjcft  without  the  leaft  influence  ;  he  had  not  tlie  honour  of 
hdor^g  to  any  of  the  focieties  to  wiiich  the  communication  from 
the  Throne  referred  ;  but  if  it  (hould  appear  that  the  perfons  alluded 
Vol.  XXXVIII.       '  li 
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to  had  only  in  view  an  objeft  which  was  profcflbd  by  many^  he  did 
not  find  himfelf  difpofed  to  cenfure  them,  if  they  had  purfued  that 
obje£t  with  aflivity  and  boldnefs  ;  on  the  contrary,  he  fek  himfelf 
much  inclined  to  defend  thofe  who  are  dcfirous  of  obtaining  a  Par- 
liamentaiy  Reform. 

The  queftion  was  then  put,  and  the  Addrefs  wa&  carried  nem» 
con, 

Mr.  Chancellor  PITT  then  moved,  "  That  the  paj>ers  pre- 
fented  to  the  Houfe  be  referred  to  a  Conmnittec. "•^Ordered. 

He  then  moved,  "  That  the  f^id  Committee  be  a  Secret  Com- 
mittee." 

Mr.  FOX  faid,  he  fliould  have  hoped  there  would  have  been  a 
precedent  for  this  meafure.    ,  The  object  of  the  communicalion  was 
by  no  means  diftinflly  ftatcd  in  the  meffagc  itfelf,  fo  as  to  enable 
him  to  judge  whetlicr  there  was  any  force  In  the  Minifter's  argument 
upon  that  fubjeft.     The  means  of  the  proficcution  in  this  cafe  were 
in  the  hands  of  the  Crown,  in  which  pri^cution  the  Crown  called 
upon  the  Houfc  to  take  a  part.     He  wiflied  to  know  what  yv^LS  the 
objcil  of  the  Crown  upon  this  bufinefs  ;  for  although  that.Houfcwas 
tlae  grand  inqueft  of  the  nation,  and  its  inquifitorial.  power  was  the 
corner-flone  of  the  building  of  our  conftitution,  yet,  if  the  objedl 
was  the  impeachment  of  any  pcrto,  he  did  not  thinjc  it  neceflaiy 
that  a  recommendation  of  fuch  a  meafure  fhould  come   frota  the 
King.     He  did  not  fee  why  this  bufinefs  fhould  be  referred  to  a  fe- 
cret  Committee.     Either  precedent^  (hould  be  quoted  in.  which  the 
practice  of  the  Houfe  was  clearly  in  favour  of  this  meafure  ;  or  it 
fhould  be  fliewn  that  the  prefcnt  was  fo  difS^rent  from  cver)C  other 
cafe,  as  trV  warrant  a  deviation  from  all  rule. 

Mr.  Chancellor  PITT  faid,  that  he  had  no  difficulty  at.  all  in 
(hewing  that  the  mode  he  propofed  was  both  founded  ia'Wifdom  and 
expediency,  and  fupportqd  by  precedents.  The  praftice,  he  faid, 
had  invariably  been,  when  papers  were  laid  before  the  Houfe,  fcaled 
up,  to  refer  them  to  a  fecret  Committee.  In  fupport  ofthisaffer- 
tfpn,  he  could  cite  a  variety  of  precedents ;  one,  in  particular,  it^ 
the  year  1722,  namely,  Layer's  Plot,  in  which  the  papers  werefent 
fealed  to  the  Houfe,  and  were  referred  to  a  fecret  Comtnittee.  As 
to  the  expediency  of  the  mode,  he  confeffed  that  be  was  much  fur- 
prifcd  on  what  principle  of  reafoning  the  right  honourable  gentleman, 
having  agreed  to  its  being  referred  to  a  Committee,.  {lu)uld  obje(S  to 

at  being  a  Committee  of  Sccrefy,  when  the  obvious  nature  of  the 
,fe  (more  ftrongly  denoted  by  the  mode  in  which  the  papers  were 

ii  before  flie  Houfe)  (liewcd  that  the  moft  fecret  inveftigation  was 
ffaiy,     Mr.  Pitt  then  conjured  gentlemen  to  recoUeiS  wl^t  the 
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objed  before  them  went  to;  it  touched,  he  fa  id,  nothing  Icfs  than 
the  very  being  of  Parliament  itfelf !  How,  then,  could  they  think 
of  throwing  any  impediment  or  objeftion  in  the  way  of  an  invefti- 
gati(m  which  peculiarly  belonged  to  themfclves  ;  which  concerned 
their  prcfent  exiftence,  and  which  tended  to  their  future  fecurity  ? 
What  the  refult  of  the  inquiry  might  be,  he  would  not  prefume  now 
to  aflert ;  the  Houfe  would,  on  the  report  of  the  Committee,  take 
fuch  meafuf'es  as  would  appear  moft  conducive  to  the  fecurity  of  the 
conftitudoft.  They  mighf  poflifely  interfere  themfelves ;  they  might 
poflibly  refer  it  to  the  common  cdurfe  of  law  ;  but,  previous  to  tak- 
ii^any  ftep,  they  muft  inveftigate  and  examine  {  and  that  exami- 
nation could  not  be  made  with  too  much  fecrefy.  He  put  it  to  gen- 
tlemen to  fj^,  whether,  confidering  how  nearly  it  touched  the  very 
exiftence  of  Parliament,  it  would  have  been  right  for  the  Executive 
Government,  on  difcovering  and  feizing  thofe  documents,  to  delay 
laying  them  before  the  Houfe,  for  the  purpofe  of  examining,  ar- 
ranging, or  fele<Sing  from  them  ? — No  ;  the  earlicft  communica- 
tion poffiMe  was  made  from  the  King  ;  and  that  communication, 
followed  up  by  the  wife,  fecrct,  and  falutary  meafures  which  he 
vras'tare  the  Houfe  would  adopt,  could  not  fail  of  producing  very 
different  confequences  from  thofe  which  might  reafonably  be  expens- 
ed from  giving  the  afllair  premature  publicity. 

The  cafe  of  Layer,  as  ftated  by  Mr.  Pitt,  was  then  read  by  tlic 
clerk, 

Mr.  FOX  faid,  that  previous  to  :hofe  papers  being  brought  up, 
and  referred  to  a  Secret  Committee,  the  Houfe  had  been  in  poffeffion' 
of  the  bufincfs  ;  he  thought,  therefore,  that  it  did  not  apply  to  the 
prefent  inftance. 

Mr.  Chancellor  Pitt's  motion  was  then  put  and  carried. 

He  then  moved,  "  That  the  number  of  tlic  Committee  be 
twenty-one." 

Mr.  FOX  faid,  that  there  were  many  things  he  wiflied  to  know 
refpeaing  diis  tranfadlion — Firft,  what  the  mode  of  getting  thofe 
Fpers  was  ?  For,  he  faid,  there  was  an  ambiguity  in  the  words  of 
the  Meffage,  which  left  him  at  a  lofs  to  determine  ;  and  he  there- 
fore wiftied  to  know  on  which  of  the  grounds  ftated  in  it  the  feizure 
had  been  made.  Was  it  only  on  the  grounds  of  the  feditious  prac- 
tices, or  on  an  allegation  that  the  perfons  implicated  had  entered  fo 
ifer  on  the  execution  of  the  plan  of  a  General  Convention,  as  to  be 
guilty  of  an  overt  adl  of  treafon  ?  As  a  Member  of  the  Houfe  of 
Commons,  and  a  friend  to  the  conftitution,  he  refpeaed  the  opi- 
nions of  I^rliament ;  and  it  was  a  refolution  ftanding  on  the  jour- 
J'als  of  that  Houfe,  thatfcixing  the  paper*  of  a  perfon  accufed  of  a 
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libel,  was  IIlegal|  founded  on  the  principle  that  fuch  an  extreme 
fiep  ihould  not  be  taken,  iinlefs  there  was  an  adlual  allegation  for 
treafon  or  felony.  He  therefore  infiftcd,  diatby  the  r^folutions  of 
that  Houfe  he  was  warranted  infeying,  thatfeizingp^p^rs  fpr  fedi- 
tious  pra6lice$,  or  for  any  thing  fliort  of  treafon,  was  illegal,  If, 
then,  the  prefent  feizure  was  made  on  an  allegation  fpr  feditious 
pradiccs  alone,  it  was,  according  to  the  declared  fenfc  of  the  Houfe, 
illegal ;  if  otherwife,  it  might  be  legal.  He  therefore  wiftied  that 
the  Houfe  was  informed  which  it  was.  The  cafe  he  alluded  to, 
occurred,  hcfaid,  in  1766.  It  iii'as  dififniifed  and  determined  oq 
the  generality  of  the  warrant.  He  therefore  prefled  the  Minifter  to 
give  an  anfwer  to  the  queftion  he  had  put,  as  he  was  averfe  to  coun- 
tenance any  thing  that  militated  againft  the  refolutions  of  that 
Houfe. 

Mr«  Secretary  DUNDAS  fajd,  that  what  the  fubftantial  grounds 
of  feizure  were,  the  Houfe  would  judge  on  inquiry  ;  but  he  would 
^t  prefent  folve  the  right  honourable  gentleman's  doubts,  \>y  telling 
him,  that  the  warraqts  were  grounded  o^  allegations  for  tr^afonable 
practice?, 

Mr,  Chancellor  PITT  then  faid,  that  be  bdieved  the  cuftomary 
mode  of  forming  fuch  Committees,  was  by  ballot ;  which 

The  SPEAKER  agreeing  to,  the  ballot  wa§  appointed  for  to- 
morrow. 
^  The  SPEAKER  then  faid,  that  it  was  always  cuftomaiy,  in 

cafes  of  fealed  papers  being  laid  before  the  Houfe,  to  deliver' them 
tp  thp  cufto^y  of  the  clerk. 

A  motion  to  that  efFeA  was  therefore  made,  and  carried,  pn 
forma. 

Lord  STOPFORD  informed  the  Houfe,  that  he  had  waited  on 
His  Majefty  with  the  addrefs  of  thanks  for  His  Majefty's  meffage, 
which  was  moft  gracioufly  received. 

Mr*  GREY  prefented  a  petition  from  about  300  prifoners  con- 
fined in  the  Fleet  Prifon,  praying  relief  under  the  bill  noW  pending 
in  the  Houfe  for  the  relief  of  infolvent  debtors.  Ordered  to  lie  on 
the  table. 

The  Houfe  proceeded  to  ballot  for  the  Committee  of  Secrecy,  for 
taking  into  confideration  certain  feditious  and  treafonable  papers. 

The  Conimittee  confifts  of  the  following  gentlemen : 
Rt.  Hon.  William  Pitt     '      ^      Right  Hon.  W.  Windhain 
Right  Hon.  Henry  Dundas  The  Attorney  ^General 

Right  Hon.  Wclbore  Ellis  The  Solicitor  General 
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Lord  Advocate  of  Scodam}  Earl  of  Momington 

Thomas  GrenvUle,  Efq.  Lord  Mulgrave 

Right  Hon.  Thomas  Steele  Ifaac  Hawkins  Browne,  Efq. 

The  Matter  of  the  Rolls  John  Anftruther,  Efq. 

Hon.  R.  Banks  Jcnkinfon  Thomas  Stanley,  Efq. 

Sir  H.  Houghton  Right  Hon.  C.  Townfticnd 

Earl  of  Upper  Offory  Right  Hon.  Edmund  Burke. 

Thomas  Powys,  Efq. 

Five  to  be  a  quorum,  with  power  to  adjourn  from  time  to  time, 
and  place  to  place,  and  to  fit,  notwithftanding  the  adjournment  of 
the  Houfe.     Coipmittee  to  meet  to-morrow. 

Thurfiay,   1 5/A  May. 

Mr.  SHERIDAN  was  again  obliged  to  pottpone  his  long-ex- 
peded  motion  to  Monday  next.  He  had  received  a  note  fix)m  Mr. 
§ecret4ry  Dundas,  which  informed  him,  that  His  Majefty's  Mini- 
fters,  detained  by  important  bufinefs,  could  not  attend  their  duty 
in  the  Houfe  of  Commons  this  day.  He  had  hoped  that  this  mo- 
tion would  not  have  been  oppofed ;  but  he  now  underitood  that  it 
would.     On  MxMiday  he  lyould  certainly  bring  forward  the  fubjeft. 

Friday,   1 6th  May. 

Mr.  WINDHAM  moved,  "  That  the  Committee  balloted 
to  examine  the  papers  laid  before  them  by  the  IGng's  command, 
have  leave  to  fit  during  the  fitting  of  the  Houfe."     Ordered. 

"  That  they  have  leave  to  report  from  time  to  time."     Ordered. 

The  MASTER  OF  THE  ROLLS  moved,  «  That  the  order 
of  the  day  on  the  bill  for  granting  relief  in  certain  cafes  to  infolvent 
debtors,  be  read/'  which  being  done,  he  obferved,  that  this  was  a 
bill  of  great  importance,  and  required  the  attention  and  ferious  con- 
fideration  of  the  Houfe.  He  wiftied  it  to  be  obferved,  that  this 
was  not  a  bill  for  altering  die  law,  or  for  making  any  permanent 
regulation  with  regard  to  debtor  ai>d  creditor.  It  was  nothing  more 
than  a  billfof  the  relief,  pnder  certain  conditions,  of  certain  debtors 
now  in  confinement.  He  wiftied,  as  much  as  any  peffon,  that 
there  was  fome  permanent  regulation  made  upon  that  fubje£t ;  but 
he  hoped  nothing  of  that  fort  would  b^  attempted  to  be  introduced 
in  this  bill,  becayfe  he  feared  that,  under  all  the  cireumftances,  it 
would  be  fatal  to  it.  |Ie  thought  it  would  be  proper  to  poftpone  it 
for  the  prefent ;  and  therefore  he  moved,  "  That  the  further  confi- 
deration  of  this  bill  be  poftponed  to  TucfUay  next."     Ordered. 

Mr.  Chancellor  PITT  brought  up  the  report  of  the  fecret  Com- 
mittee, [Vide  the  firft  Report  of  the  Secret  Committee,  printed  fo? 


%jfi^  PARLIAMENTARY  A.  1794* 

J.  Debrett>  Piccadilly,]  which  being  diftin6Hy  read,  he  faid,  that 
the  Houfe  had  already  heard  the  bufiiiefs  fo  amply  ftated  in  the  re- 
port of  the  Committee,  that  it  would  hardly  be  neceflary  for  him  U> 
do  more  than  recapitulate  the  general  obfervations,  and  point  out 
to  them  the  leading  heads  contained  therem,  fo  as,  from  die  whole, 
to  deduce  the  great  inference  on  which  he  meant  to  ground  the  mea- 
fure  intended  for  the  confideration  and  adoption  of  the  Houfe  that 
night.  He  then  entered  into  a  detail  of  the  proceedings  of  the 
Committee,  fo  far  as  they  had  gone,  and  faid  that  they  had,  in  the 
leport  which  now  lay  before  the  Houfe,  opened  to  their  view  the 
general  outlines  of  a  pidlure  of  which  the  more  minute  circum- 
ftances  ftill  remained  to  be  inveftigated,  but  which,  from  the  obfer- 
vations they  had  been  able  to  make,  would  be  found  altogether  to 
compde  a  plot  of  a  moft  atrocious  and  alarming  nature  againft  the 
State,  not  cxifting  merely  in  idle  theory  or  impotent  menace,  but 
digefted,  matured,  avowedly  declared  to  be  afted  upon,  and  in 
ooniiderable  forwardnefs  to  execution.  This  plao,  it  appeared 
from  the  report,  was,  to  form  a  Convention ;  which  Convention 
was  to  affume  to  itfelf  all  the  charafters  and  offices  of  Government, 
lo  ufurp  the  whole  delated  authority  of  the  nation,  and  arrogate 
,  to  itfelf  the  whole  legal  jurifdi<?^ion  of  the  country.  In  confiderirg 
this  fubjedt,  he  faid  it  would  be  for  the  Houfe  to  decide,  whether 
die  Convention  propofed  to  be  formed  originated  in  the  famefpirit, 
was  profecuted  by  the  fame  unwarrantable  means,  and  pointed  to 
Ae  fame  end,  as  the  Committee  had  ftated  it ;  and  if  it  was,  the- 
Houfe  muft  likewife  draw  a  fimilar  inference  with  tfiem  from  the 
premifes,  and  fee  that  they  obvioufly  led  to  the  fame  pradtical  con- 
clufion,  namely,  that  the  objedl  of  it  was  the  total  fubverfion  of 
|he  Conftitution,  the  annihilation  of  Parliament,  and  the  deftruftion 
of  the  Kinghimfelf ;  and  then,  if  fuch  apian  did  appear  to  be  not 
only  in  agitation,  but  in  a  great  degree  of  forwardnefs  towards  exe-^ 
jCution,  the  Houfe  would  fee  that  there  was  not  a  moment  to  be  loft' 
to  arm  the  Executive  Power  with  every  means  which  the  Parliament 
could  delegate,  to  flop  the  further  progrefs  of  the  plot,  and  bafHc 
its  final  execution.  He  obferved,  that  it  was  chiefly  neceffary  that 
the  Houfe,  in  confidering  the  report,  fliould  recoUedl,  that  a  great 
part  of  it  was  merely  introdud^ory ;  and  that,  though  it  ftatecl 
tranfacftions  of  a  date  long  antecedent  to  the  period  in  which  thcr 
a<Ss  of  the  focieties  implicated  aflumed  the  ferious  afpeft  of  pra6li- 
cal  trcafon,  and  though  they  were  of  notorious  publicity,  it  was  yet 
neceffary  to  bring  them  forward  anew  to  obfervation,  to  make  them 
a  clue  by  which  to  unravel  the  complicated  circumftances  of  the  plan, 
and,  by  comparifon  and  combi;)aUon  of  thofe  with  tlicir  fubfequcnt 
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proceedings,  to  (hew,  that  from  the  beginning  their  views  were  the 
fame,  and  that  the  pretext  of  reform  under  which  they  mafked  them 
was  far  fix>m  being  the  true  obje<ft  of  their  intentions.  The  Houfc 
would  alfo,  he  hoped,  carry  along  with  them,  that  the  Committee, 
having  been  as  yet  dinted  in  point  of  time,  were  unable  to  digeft 
maturely,  or  point  out  diftin<31y,  the  various  minute  parts  that 
formed  the  great  and  mc»nentous  bufinefs  before  them  ;  but  in  or- 
der to  give  the  Houfc,  as  foon  as  poflible,  poffeflion  of  fo  much  of 
it  as  might  ferve  to  mark  out  the  daily  increafing  approximation  of 
danger,  the  Committee  had,  in  examining  and  making  up  their 
report,  kept  in  view  the  great  61>jeft,  the  leading  defign  of  the 
plan :  for  it  was  not,  he  faid,  to  be  imagined,  that  the  diftarKe  rf 
the  tranfadiions  in  point  of  time,  and  the  faft  of  their  being  pie* 
vioufly  known,  made  them  the  lefs  material  as  comments  on  thofe 
parts  of  their  corulud  which  were  now  difcovered  in  maturity.  It 
would  appear,  he  faid,  from  the  report,  that  the  papers  found,  as 
far  as  they  related  to  that  part  of  the  confpiracy  which  immediately 
implicated  the  correfponding  fociety,  and  that  for  conftittitional  i»- 
formation,  contained  two  years  of  correfpondence  with  variotis  other 
ibcicties  in  this  and  a  neighbouring  country  ;  and  that  from  thefc, 
coupled  with  fubfequcnt  and  recent  proceedings,  it  was  evident  that 
tiiofe  focietics  which  would  be  found  to  be  now  fetttng  on  foot  a 
Convention,  had  had  it  in  contemplation  from  the  very  outfet; 
that  it  was  conceived  fo  long  ago  as  two  years  back,  was  openly 
avowed  in  their  correfpondence,  but  kept  in  referve  to  be  reduced 
to  pradtice  as  foon  as  a  pr<^r  occafion  fliould  offer.  This  whole 
fyftem  of  infurrediioB,  he  faid,  would  appear,  from  the  papers 
found  with  diem,  to  be  laid  in  the  Rights  of  Man,  that  monftrous 
dodrine,  under  colour  of  which  the  weak  and  ignorant,  who  arc 
moft  fufceptible  of  impreflion  from  fuch  barren  abflraft  fpeculations, 
were  expefted  and  attempted  to  be  feduced  to  overturn  Government, 
law,  property,  fecurity,  religion,  order,  and  every  thing  valuable 
in  this  country,  as  they  had  already  overturned  and  deftroyed  every 
thing  in  France,  and  endangered  every  nation  in  Europe.  And 
however  gentlemen  might  ground  arguments  againft  the  precaution- 
ary mcafures  taken  to  prevent  the  evil  cjfFedls  of  that  pernicious  doc- 
trine, on  the  contejmptibility  of  the  authors,  and  abfurdity  of  the 
principles  of  thofe  books  which  inculcated  it ;  yet  he,  allowing  the 
one  to  be  in  the  extreme  contemptible  as  the  others  were  abfurd, 
would  infift  upon  it,  that  it  was  no  light  or  trivial  circumftancc, 
when,  deduced  from  it,  principles  were  promulgated  and  eagerly 
adopted  by  large  bodies  ;-  and  when  the  proceedings  of  all  thofe  Ja- 
c<^in  Societies  would  ijppear,  as  the  papers  before  the  Houfe  would 
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fully  demonftrate^  to  be  only  comments  on  that  text,  a  text  for  the 
inculcation  of  which  thofe  (bcieties  were  the  difciples  here,  as  theit 
correfponding  French  brethren  were  the  inftruments  for  diffeminat- 
ing  it  in  France,  and  extending  and  recommending  it  by  carnage 
and  ilaughter  to  all  other  parts  of  Europe.     It  would  appear,  he 
faid,  not  only  that  prior  to  the  enormities  committed  in  France,  a 
correfpondence  was  carried  on  between  thofe  focieties  and  the  Jacobin 
Club  in  Paris,  and  that  delegates  were  fent  from  them  to  and  re- 
ceived formally  by  the  National  Convention ;  but  that  at  the  very 
moment  ^hen  the  Jacobin  Fadlion  which  ufurped  the  Government 
of  that  courttry  had  commenced  hoftilities  againft  Great  Britain, 
thofe  focieties  ftill,  as  far  as  they  could,  purfued  the  fame  Condu£t,- 
expreifed  the  fame  attachment  to  their  caufe,  adopted  their  appella- 
tions, forms  of  proceeding  and  language,  and  in  (hort  had  formed 
a  fettled  delign  to  difTeminate  the  fame  principles,  and  fow  the  fame 
feeds  of  ruin,  in  their  own  land.     They  wcnild  find,  he  faid,  not 
only  the  mod  efFedtual  plans  that  cunning  could  devife  laid  to  carry 
this  defign  into  pracSice,  but  would  fee  in  the  report  the  catalogue 
of  manufacturing  towns  marked  out,  as  the  moft  likely,  (from  the 
vaft  concourfc  of  ignorant  and  profligate  men  who  neceflarily  colled 
in  fuch  places)  to  adopt 4heir  plans,  and  correfponding  focieties  cfta- 
bllflied  there,' to  keep  up  the  great  chain  of  feditious  intercourfe,  and 
promulgate  and  give  it  univerfal  circulation :  they  would  find  a  well- 
<:hofcn  feleflion  of  thofe  places,  where  thofe  people  dwelled  who 
were  naturally  fuppofed  to  be  moft  ready  to  rife  at  the  call  of  infur- 
redtion,  who  were  moft  likely  to  be  blinded  by  their  artifices,  and 
prejudiced  by  their  profefTions,  whofe  underftanding  was  moft  fub- 
je6t  to  be  mifled  by  their  doftrines,  and  rendered  fubfervient  to  their 
views,  and  whom  fraudfid  perfuafion,  pronenefs  to  difcontcnt,  and 
the  vifionary  and  fallacious  hope  of  mending  their  condition  by  any 
alteration  of  it,  would  be  moft  likely  to  raife  into  an  enormous  tor- 
rent of  infurredtion,  which  would  fwecp  away  all  the  barriers  of 
Government,  law  and  religion,  and  leave  the  country  a  naked  waftt 
for  their  ufurped  authority  to  range  in.     In  confidering  the  fubjedt, 
he  faid  the  Houfe  could  not  but  remark  the  extraordinary  manner 
in  which  thofe  focieties  varied  their  plans,  fometimes  zSdxig  in  un- 
difguifed  audacious  hoftility,  fometimes  putting  on  the  mafk  of  at- 
tachment to  the  State  and  country,  this  day  openly  avowing  their 
Intentions,  as  if  purpofely  to  provoke  the  hand  of  Juftice;  the  next 
putting  on  the  maik  of  reform,  and  afFefting  the  utmoft  zeal  i(^ 
the  prefervation  of  the  Conftitution.      *'  We  fee,  (faid  he)  in  their 
letter  to  the  Society  at  Norwich,  a  plain  avowal  of  the  objeft  at 
which  they  aimed  j  an  apology  for  deigning  to  apply  to  Parliament; 
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and  a  candid,  fincere  confcflTion,  that,  not  to  Parliament,  nor  to 
the  Executive  were  they  to  look  for  redrefs,  but  to  the  Convention 
which  they  propofed  to  ered,  and  to  themfclves ;  but  afterwards 
they  recommend  pcrfevering  in  petitioning  for  reform  to  be  ufed  as 
a  mafk  to  their  defigns,  which  they  were  to  throw  off  when  time 
ferved,  and  a  period  propidous  to  their  views  (hould  anive.  Hap- 
pily  for  this  country,  and  for  the  whole  world  (faid  he),  they  pre- 
maturely thought  that  period  at  hand,  and  threw  off  the  mafk,  juft 
when  the  bulk  of  the  nation  unanimoufly  united  with  Government 
in  vigilance  and  care  for  its  protefiion,  and  in  the  refolution  to  op- 
pofe  their  efforts."  He  faid,  that  by  a  due  attention  to  thecorre- 
fpondence  of  this  Society,  the  Houfe  would  find,  in  their  conunu- 

.  nication  with  the  Britifh  Convention  at  Edinburgh,  which  ftill  re- 
tains fome  flimfy  remnant  of  that  difguife,  fome  remains  of  that  hy- 
l^ify  affumed  to  hide  thofe  defigns  which,  though  not  publicly  de- 
dared,  tooobvioufly  appeared,  that  they  ftyle  this  Convention  the 
rqjrefcntatives  of  the  people,  cloathed  in  all  the  right  to  reform^ 

.  afad  fend  delegates  to  it ;  and,  when  fome  of  the  moft  mifchievous 
and  aflive  of  its  Members  fell  under  fentencc  of  the  law,  boldly 

,  aflerted  their  innocence,  nay,  their  merits,  dircdtly  in  the  teeth  of 

■  that  law,  paid  every  tribute  of  enthufiaftic  applaufe  to  them,  and 
refpcft  to  the  Convention,  pronouncing  them  objedls  of  panegyric 
and  envy,  and,  in  conformity  to  their  prior  declarations,  and  to 
the  plans  of  infurreftion  laid  by  them,  made  the  legal  condemnation 
of  thofe  guilty  perfons  the  fignal,  as  they  ftyle  it,  of  coming  to  iffue 
on  the  point,  "  whether  the  law  (hould  frighten  them  into  compli- 
ance, or  they  oppofe  it  with  its  own  weapons,  to  wit,  force  and 
power?"  that  is  to  fay  diftindlly,  "  whether  they  (hould  yield  obedi- 
ence to  the  laws  of  their  countV)'^,  or  oppofe  them  by  infurreftion?" 
This,  he  faid,  was  avowed  in  as  plain  and  marked  language  as 
man  could  poffibly  conceive  :  he  thought,  that  this  cafe,  fo  circum- 
ftanced,  and  fupported  by  fuch  a  variety  of  coincident  matter,  was 
as  ftrong  a  cafe  as  the  mind  of  man  could  well  think  of,  yet,  fingu- 
W,  though  it  might  appear,  all  this  was  but  introdu6tory  to  fafts 
of  a  ftronger  nature  which  were  to  follow.     He  then  called  the  at- 
tention of  the  Houfe  to  the  hiftory  of  a  Society  which,  defpicable  and 
contemptible  though  the  perfons  who  compofed  it  were,  as  to  talents, 
education  and  description  (when  locked  at  with  cautious  attention, 
and  compared  with  the  objeds  they  had  in  view,  and  the  motives 
on  which  they  a£lcd,  namely,  that  great  moving  principle  of  all 
Jacobinifm,  the  love  of  plunder,  devaftation  and  robbery,  which 
i^ow  bears  the  ufmped  name  of  liberty,  and  that  fyftcm  of  butchery 
and  carnage  which  have  been  made  the  inftrument  of  enforcing  thirfe 
Vol.  XXXVIII.  .    Kk 
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tbns  was  drawn,  relied  on  their  own  authentic  records,  and  on  Ac 
exprefs  and  unequivocal  avowal  of  their  own  deliberate  afts  in  their 
meditated  fyftem  of  infurredion.     This,  he  faid,  was  the  effence 
of  the  fubjedt ;  but  if  the  Houfe  was  of  opinion  that  it  (o  far  deeply 
afFeded  the  f^fety  and  exiftence  of  Parliament  itfelf,  and.  ftruck  at 
the  root  of  Government  and  the  conftitution,  as  to  demand  inter- 
ference, there  were,  in  addition,  other  things  which  fhould  contri- 
bute not  a  little  to  increafe  the  impatience  of  the  Houfe  to  baffle  the 
views  of  thofe  confpirators,  and  flop  the  final  execution  of  their  pro- 
jecjls.      For  his  part,  his  opinion  of  the  Britifli  conftitution  was 
fqch,  and  he  thought  it  rcftcd  on  fuch  grounds,  that  oven  fuppofing 
the  Executive  Government  had  been  guilty  of  negled  of  their  duty 
in  watching  over  its  fafety,  and  if  Parliament  had  been  fupine  under 
thofe  manifeftations  of  fedition,  he  was  convinced  its  enemies  muft 
have  failed  of  fuccefs  ;  but  it  was  at  leaft  right  to  prevent,  by  timely 
interference,  the  fmall  mifery  which  a  fliort  ftruggle  muft  neceffa- 
rily  produce,  and  fave  the  nation  at  large  from  the  reproach,  that 
tliey  had  feen  fuch  ads,  and  heard   fuch  avowals,  and   not   taken 
proper  fteps  to  flop  the  executi(jn  of  them,  and  punifli  thofe  who 
were  fo  wicked  as  to  dcvife  them.     He  faid,  that  there  were  ftated, 
in  the  clofe  of  the  Report,  on  grounds  not  light  or  trivial,  though 
not  minutely  entered  into  in  the  Report  till  fuller  inveftigation  by 
the  Committee,  allegations  that  arms  had  been  adually  procured 
and  diftributed  by  thefe  Societies  in  *the  hands  of  thofe  very  people 
whom  they  had  been  ftriving  to  corrupt ;  and  that  now,  even  now, 
inftead  of  breaking  up  this  formidable  league,  and  dilbanding  and 
difperfing  this  Jacobin  army,  they  (hew  themfelves  immovably  bent 
on  the  purfuit  of  their  purpofes,  and  difplay  preparations  of  defiance 
and  refiftance  to  the  meafures  of  Government.     It  was  for  the 
Houfe,  he  continued,  to  confider  what  fhould  be  done ;  and  in 
confidering  it,  he  thought  that  they  fhould  not  refer  to  the  quality 
pf  the  perfons,  but  to  the  nature  and  magnitude  of  the  obje<Ss  they 
had  in  view.      It  would  be  found,  he  faid,  that  fo  formidable  a 
confpiracy  never  exifted,  when  the  caufes  and  proceedings  were  taken 
into  contemplation.     The  inquiry  was  yet  far  from  complete,  and 
vrnfit  for  final  dccifion,  the  documents  being  fo  voluminous  ;  but  tlie 
Committee  thought  it  their  duty  to  fhew  the  Houfe  that  inflant  pre- 
caution was  pecelfary,  and  had  therefore,  though  unable  to  finifh 
the  important  refearch,  laid  before  the  Houfe  what  they  had  done, 
which  he  hoped  they  would  think  fufKcient  grounds  for  adopting  die 
meafurc  he  intended  to   propofe.      It  had  been  ufual,  he  iaid,  in 
time  of  danger,  to  ena£l  a  temporary  fufpcnfion  of  the  Habeas  Cor- 
pus laws  i  fis  thofe  were  made  for  the  prcfervation  of  the  conftitu- 
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rion  on  the  one  hand,  fo  on  the  other  they  could  not  cxift  if  the 
conffitudon  was  gone.     The  temporary  facrificc  of  diis  law  was  on 
certain  occalions  as  neceffary  to  the  fupport  of  the  conftitution,  as 
the  maintenance  of  its  principle  was  at  all  others.     It  was  fufpend- 
tdy  he  faidy  at  a  time  when  the  conftitution  and  liberty  of  the  coun* 
try  were  mod  peculiarly  guarded  and  attended  to  ;  and  that  fufpen- 
fion  was  more  particularly  called  for  now,  when  attempts  were  made 
to  diifeminate  through  the  realm,  principles  and  means  of  adion  that 
might  endanger  that  conftitution,  for  the  prefervation  of  which  that 
law  was  made,  and  produce  much  more  lamentable  effeds,  and  at 
laft  be  remedied  by  more  dreadful  means  than  the  mode  he  propofed. 
This  was  not  his  opinion  alone,  but  the  fentiments  of  all  thofe  re- 
fpedVable  gentlemen  of  the  Committee  who  had  inveftigatcd  the 
matter.      He  therefore  moved  "  for  leave  to  bring  in  a  bill  to  em- 
power His  Majefty  to  fecure  and  detain  all  fuch  pcrfons  as  fliall  be 
fufpedted  of  confpiring  againft  his  Pcrfon  and  Government." 
The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  fecondcd  the  motion. 
Mr.  FOX  faid,  that  however  unpleafant  it  was  for  him  to  attend 
to-day  in  the  Houfe,  on  account  of  his  indifpofition,  he  thought  it 
his  duty  to  do  fo,  on  being  told  that  the  Report  of  the  Committee 
of  Secrefy  was  to  be  made  to-day.     At  a  period  like  this,  he  could 
not  but  think  it  his  duty  to  enter  fully  upon  the  queftion  :  the  mea- 
sure was  important  as  it  was  dangerous.     When  a  Committee  had 
feton  a  fubieift  which  was  declared  to  be  fo  momentous,  and  when 
there  was  a  report  fo  foon  delivered,  his  expedlations  were  roufed 
with  tlie  ideas  of  fomething  alarming :  if  tliat  alarm  were  true,   no 
doubt  there  would  have  been  occafion  for  the  mcafure  ^  but  after 
having  attended,  w  ith  all  the  attention  of  which  he  was  capable,  he 
was  never  more  furprifcd  than  to  find  that  bn)ught  forward  as  a  fub- 
je6t  fit  for  uncommon  deliberation,  which  had  been  the  burden  of 
all  the  newfpapers,  not  only  for  months  but  for  years.     It  had  been 
cxpefted,  from  the  intimation  given,  that  great  was  to  have  been 
the  difcovery.     The  Committee  fuddenly  flopped  in  their  progrcfs 
to  make  known  to  the  Houfe  matters  of  public  notorietv,  and  thofe 
feels  which  Adminiftration  not  only  had  been  in  poffeflion  of,  but 
alfo  had  fignified  their  knowledge,  and  made  the  pretence  of  former 
extraordinary  and  novel  proceedings.     What  was  the  refult  of  this 
hufinefs  ?  What  was  the  boafted  difcovery  which  had  been  promifed 
to  the  Houfe  with  fuch  pompous,  and,  as  it  is  newfound,  fuch  de- 
lufive  proceedings  ?  Nothing' but  a  ridiculous  and  contemptible  ftate- 
nient  of  fa<Sts  already  known.     The  inference  which  the  Committee 
drew  from  that  ftatement)  was  untnie ;  and  be  was  happy  in  his 
own  mind  to  differ  in  opinion,  happy  to  find  that  not  one  fingle 
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conclufion  was  juftifiable.     From  beginning  to  the  end  of  the  Re- 
port, no  one  faft  that  was  brought  forward  could  induce  them  to 
draw  fuch  an  inference.     If  men   could  not  affociate  together  for 
the  purpofc  of  expreffing  their  thoughts  freely  upon  public  affairs, 
the  boaftcd  liberty  of  the  country  was  no  more.     He  fhould  not  fay, 
however,  that  the  methods  which  had  been  mentioned  as  fit  to  be 
adopted,  were,  of  all  others,  the  moft  juftifiable,  but  the  (fifcuflicn 
was  not  of  that  nature,  to  give  any  reafon  for  fo  extraordinary  a  con- 
^duft  on  the  part  of  Government.      Under  the  circiimftances  which 
had  been  adduced  againft   them,  he  thought  it  abfurd,  ^  dangerous, 
and  unjuft,  to  take  their  confiftency  againft  them,  in  one  inftance, 
and  afterwards  refnfe  it  for  them  in  artothcr  ;  they  had  been  uni- 
formly affemWed  for  the  fame  purpofe  ;  they  had  exprefled  their 
mode  of  obtaining  that  objedt  decently  ;  and,  under  the  exprefs  terms 
of  conftitutional  and  legvil  methods,  they  had  (hewn  thcmfelves  the 
friends  of  peace,  and  in  no  one  inftance  had  tliey  belied  their  pro- 
feffions.      The 'wx)rd  Cjwww/zW  had,  it  feems,  then  given  the  great 
alarm  ;  in  "that  refpeft  alfo  the  Committee  had  drawn  a  falfe  eon- 
cJufion  ;  their  own  exprcffions  give  the  lie  to  it ;  it  was  not  a  Con- 
vention of  the  People,  but  a  Ct)nvention  of  Delegates  from  the  dif- 
ferent Societies,  which  was  meant  to  be  held.     It  was  then  abfurd 
to  call  that  a  Convention  of  tlxe  people   of  this  country  :  how  hr 
Aey  were  confiftent  in  their  demands,  he  ftiouM  not  now  determine; 
diat  might  have  been  expected  as  part  of  the  fubjedV  of  debate,  but 
the  outline  was  all  that  was  fubmitted  for  confideration.     Whatwas 
the  objeft  of  the  Convention  at  Edinbur^  ?   It  was  exprefsly  ftated 
to  detain  a  redrefs  of  enormous  grievances,  and  on  that  point  akmc 
they  proceeded.      If  Conventions,  even  upon  the  firft  views,  were 
to  be  confidered  as  feditious — if  meetings,  from  which  delegates 
were  appointed,  were  to  be  made  fit  objefts  of  odium  and  legiflativc 
perfecution,  then,  indeed,  fliould  he  have  been  marked  for  that 
purpofc.     The  right  honourable  gentleman  (Mr.  Pitt)  never  was,' he 
believed,  a  delegate  to  any  one  of  diofe  Conventions  ;  but  he  (Mr, 
tox)  had  been  a  delegate  to   a  Convention  which  was  held  in  the 
city  of  London,  and   afterwards  removed   to  Weftminfter ;  that 
Convention  held  correfpondence  publicly  with  Societies  in  York- 
fhire  and  other  places  ;  they  came  to  certain  refolutions,  and  pre- 
fcntcd  the  refult  of  their  labours  to  the  Houfe  ;  the  Houfe  faid  they 
could  not  recognize  them  in  fuch  a  charafter  as  delegates,  but  faid 
that  they  all  had  a  right  to  petition  for  fhemfelves,  and  therefore  re- 
ceived their  petition.     He  faid  this,  merely  to  ftiew  that  fuch  a 
Convention  was  legal ;  never  till  lately  was  fuch  a  meafure  thought 
cither  againft  the  letter  or  the  fpirit  o£  the  conftitution.     Jf  it  ^va« 
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ill^I,  the  Minifter  had  been  fcandaloufly  negligent^  and  fo  had 
many  others.  A  fcandalous  negligence  could  alone  have  fufFcred 
the  Roman  Catholics  of  Ireland  to  obtain  what  was  lately  granted 
toAcm,  for  it  was  by  a  Convention  they  fucceeded  in  procuring 
their  obJ€<ft. 

His  Majefty  received  their  Delates  in  that  capacit)*^,    and 
granted  their  requeft.      It  was  happy  for  them,  and  happy  for  a 
great  part  of  the  reft  of  the  world,  that  fuch  an  event  happofied. 
His  Majefty  indeed  received  them  with  that  benignity  which  be- 
longed to  his  charafler— but  would  it  be  contended  with  him,  that 
the  Roman  Catholics  would  have  been  fo  fuccefsful,  if  it  had  not 
been  for  the  Convention  of  thcfe  Delates  ?     "  Upon  my  word, 
Sr,  faid  Mr.  Fox,  "  I  know  what  extraordinary  things  are  at- 
tempted by  thofe  who  are  fupported  by  great  numbers.     Look  to 
the  rejedion  of  the  Roman  Catholic  petition :  in  their  firft  appli- 
cation to  Parliament  there  were  only  about  five-and-twenty  in  their 
favour,  and  fee  how  they  were  received  the  next  year,  when  they 
were  fo  fupported,  and  when  they  had  appointed  a  Convention  by 
Delegates !  ii^ter  this,  will  any  man  tell  nne  he  has  a  doubt  what 
brought  this  about.    But  am  I  faying  that  the  propofed  Convention 
in  the  prcfent  cafe  would  be  meritorious  ? — No  fuch  thing !   I  am 
giving  no  opinion  upon  that  fubje<ft ;   I  only  fay  it  would  be  dan- 
gerous for  this  Houfe  to  declare  tlieir  illegality."     There  was  not, 
he  faid,  any  other  charge  againft  thcfe  pef fons  than  that  they  might 
make  an  attempt  to  alter  the  form  of  Parliament  of  their  own  au- 
thority ;   now  he  would  aflc  if  any  gentleman  was  prepared  to  fay, 
that  this  veiy  Convention  would  not  apply  to  Parliament  for  a  par- 
liamentary reform  ?  Upon  this  head,  it  could  not  be  imagined  that 
in  the  moft  virtuous  times,  reform  (hould  begin  in  Parliament  itfelf, 
it  rauft  come  immediately  from  the  people,  not  however  urged  by 
force  or  violence ;  and  if  thefe  focieties  were  fincere  in  what  they 
profefs,  no  infinuations  could  juftify  a  eonclufion  detrimental  to 
their  reputation ;  they  rnuft  derive  praifc  for  their  fentiments,  and 
the  methods  by  which  they  meant  to  acquire  it,  were  equally  peace- 
able and  meritorious :  if  their  guilt  was  to  be  inferred  from  their 
fifepjrobation  of  the  nfieafures  of  Government,  then,  indeed,  it 
vere  ftrange :  he  muft  confefs,  that  the  mcafures  of  Government 
belted  his  moft  fincere  and  violent  indignation,  and  if  diffatisfac- 
tion  were  not  created  among  the  reft  of  the  people,  he  (hould  accufc 
them  of  that  want  of  feeling  which  he  was  confctous  they  did  not 
<ieferve.     To  many  parts  of  their  declarations  he  fubfcribed  moft 
heartily  ;  not,  however,  ,to  all  ^  with  the  grand  objeft  he  particu- 
larly felt  himfelf  inclined  to  coincide,    and  alfo  the  reprobacion 
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which  they  caft  upon  certain  judicial  proceecjings^     Much,  indeed, 
had  he  execrated  feveral  judicial  proceedings  of  the  Judges  of  Eng- 
land, and  more  particularly  the  proceedings  carried  on  of  late  in 
the  Court  of  Jufticiary  of  Scotland.     Was  it  to  be  wondered  at 
that  fuch  proceedings  fhould  excite  univerfal  odium  and  deteftation  ? 
But  he  fhould  afk,  againft  whom  this  thunder  of  Government  was 
levelled  ?  was  it  againft  men  of  influence  ? — No. .   Such  a  Con- 
vention could  have  no  influence,  and  it  would  be  ridiculous  in 
Government  to  flop  them.     The  Conftitution  bad  too  many  ad- 
mirers, had  too  many  defenders,  to  have  any  fears  from  the  attempts 
of  fuch  men ;  but  if  Government  believe  that  they  did  mean  to 
form  a  Government  of  themfelves,  could  they  be  fo  mad,   fo  ab- 
furd,  as  to  fuppofe  that  they  could  be  joined  by  any  body  fufliciently 
numerous  to  create  any  fcrious  alarm  ?  No ;  furely  not. — For  his 
part,  he  folemnly  believed,  that  if  a  hundred  men  were  to  aflembk 
together  for  that  purpofe,  and  prefume  to  di(3:ate  laws  to  the  reft 
of  the  community,  there  could  not  be  found  another  hundred  who 
would  be  willing  to  join  them.     This  Conftitution  has  too  many 
defenders,  too  many  well-wifliers,  to  fear  any  fuch  paltry  attempts 
to  overturn  it. — But  he  fliould  fuppofe  this  Convention  aflfembled 
by  Mr.  Hardy  and  Mr.  Adams,  and  that  they  Ihould  have  the 
views  afcribed  to  them  ;  he  would  then  fay,  that  die  meafure  now 
propofed  was  of  infinitely  greater  mifchief  to  the  people  than  that 
which  it  propofed  to  remedy  ;  were  the  Houfe  aware  of  the  extent 
of  this  meafure  ?  It  was  no  lefs  than  giving  to  the  Executive  Autho- 
rity abfolute  power  over  the  perfonal  liberty  of  every  individual  in 
the  kingdom — It  might  be  faid  that  Minifters  would  not  abufe  that 
power ;  "  upon  my  word.  Sir,"  faid  Mr.  Fox,  <*  I  do  not  feel 
myfelf  very  comfortable  under  that  rcfledion  ;  every  man  who  talks 
freely,  every  man  who  dctefts,  as  I  do  from  my  heart,  this  war, 
may  be,  and  will  be,  in  die  hands  and  at  the  mercy  of  Minifters. 
Living  under  fuch  a  Government,  and  being  fubjedl  to  infurrefiion, 
comparing  the  two  evils,  I  confefs  I  think  the  evil  you  are  pre- 
tending to  remedy,  is  lefs  than  the  one  you  are  going  to  infli<S  by 
the  remedy  itfelf.     You  are  going  to  give  up  the  very  bcft  part  of 
your  Conftitution,  and  that  which  every  man  is  entitled  to  do,  and 
which  I  am  now  doing,  delivering  the  fentiraents  of  my  heart, 
upon  the  aftairs  of  Government,  for  the  benefit  of  the  public,  will 
be  at  an  end  at  once.      May  I  not  then  fay  here  is  an  end  of  Ac 
Conftitutioh  of  England  !" — It  was  true,  the  Habeas  Corpus  A& 
had  been  fufpcnded  at  times  ;  but  he  hoped  the  Houfe  would  look 
to  the  tiniiPs,  and  the  necefiSty  of  fuch  a  meafure.     It  had  been 
fufpended  in  tlie  time  of  William  the  Third.    It  had  been  fufpendcd 
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in  the  jax  17459  could  this  period  be  compared  to  tibe  preTent  i 
B7  no  means^  Many  who  were  yet  alive^  and  the  hiftory  of  that 
period,  informed  lis  of  the  perilous  fituation  of  thofe  days.  He  be- 
lievedy  on  refledKon,  he  ihould  not  be  found  far  aftrayi  if  he  af- 
ftttti,  that  the  country  was  pretty  nearly  divided  in  that  day  about 
die  fucceflSon  to  the  throne^  A  military  power  then  appeared  in 
£ivour  of  the  Pretender.  They  had  arms  in  their  hands — on  the 
prefent  occafion,  the  perfons  alluded  to,  were  in  confiderable  num- 
ber, without  anns>  or  even  the  means  of  procuring  them.  He 
was  exceedingly  furprifed  at  the  precipitation  with  which  this  buli-> 
nefs  was  brought  forward ;  he  concaved  that  a  few  days  could 
make  no  difFerenee,  and  that  the  rig^t  honourable  g^leman  (Mr»  . 
Pitt)  oeuld  have  no  objedUon  to  a  call  of  the  Hoi^e  on  a  queftion 
of  fudi  magnitude.  Was  Acre  fuch  danger,  that  a  number  of 
Members  (hould  be  deprived  the  privilege  of  delivering  their  fenti* 
ments  i^xm  fo  alarming  an  exigence  1  Gnild  one  fortnight  make 
fbch  a  difierence,  or  was  the  dai^ger  of  the  prefent  moment  fo 
peat,  as  to  exclude  all  poflibility  of  deliberation,  and  compel  die 
Houfe  to  run  headlong  into  die  fhare  which  the  timidity  or  temerity 
of  the  IVIinifler  had  prepared.  For  his  part,  detefling  equally  the 
attempts  to  intimidate,  as  the  endeavours  to  enflave,  he  muft  feel 
it  his  duty  to  q>pofe  the  leave  for  brining  in  the  bill.  He  (aw  a 
fancied  terror  had  intruded  upon  the  faculties  of  feveral  Members, 
and  that  they  were  prepared  to  fiicrifice  their  duty  to  notions  of  fup- 
poled  expediency  and  groundlefs  alartn ;  havii^  ever  an  objedion  to 
every  fpecies  of  delufion  fet  up  for  partictdar  purpofes,  he  for  one 
ihould  enter  his  decided  proteft  ag^inft  the  proceeding  now  adopted. 
Re  fatr  this  motion  in  fo  dreadful  a  point  of  view,  that  he  fliould 
confider  himfelf  as  betraying  hia  cpnAituents  and  the  public,  if  he 
did  not  oppofe  it  in  every  flage.  It  was  a  mcafure  diat  went  to 
overturn  the  very  comer-ftone  of  the  G)n(litution,  and  give  up  to 
Minifiers,  what  had  always  been  confidered  as  the  moft  fiicred  pri* 
vil^  of  the  fubject,  the  perfonal  freedom  of  every  man  in  thi^ 
Ungdom. 

Mr.  M.  ROBINSON  reprobated  the  mcafure  as  unfounded  and 
impolidc,  and  thou^t  that  Minifters  #ere  carrpig  things  too  far. 
He  confefled  that  he  was  furprifed  that  the  Report^  af^er  what  he 
had  heardi  did  not  ccxitain  more  ferious  matter  \  and,  in  addition 
to  this,  he  could  not  help  declaring,  that  there  was  a  circumftance 
which  he  though  more  alarming  than  die  prefent  motion.  One 
n^t  honourable  gentleman  (Mr.  Windham},  whofe  condufi  in 
^  Houfe  had  entitled  him  to  rcfpea  in  general,  had  gone  fo  hx 
^  to  lay,  diat  the  laws  of  this  country  ihould  be  brought  to  the 
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tlandard  of  the  Scotch  laws,  a  pnjpofitton  which  evety  fiS&eft  ani 
Independent  man,  who  retained  the  ftighteft  regard  foi"^e  fr^jiiom 
t)r  happinefs  of  his  country,  muft  reprobate, 

Mr.  MARTIN  profeffed  himfelf  diffatisfied  with 'the  Report, 
Vhen  compared  with  the  mighty  facrifice  propofed.  He  expreffed 
Tiis  difappointment,  and  his  alarm  at  the  meafure  which  Minifters 
'propofed  to  adopt.  If  any  man  was  convifted,  let  him  fuiHtr;  and 
let  not  the  whole  country  be  involved  in  his  folly  ari9  his  guilt. 
^He  was  attached  to  the  Conftitution,  and  thought  that  any  attempt 
to  deftroy  it,  ought  to  be  panilhed.  But  at  the  fame  time  he 
thought  this  a  time  when  people  were  particularly  called  upon  to 
fpeak  their  minds  ;  and  from  the  ftrangc  unwarrantable  mariner  in 
yhich  Minifters  had  conduced  themfelves,  ft  was  more  partitiflkrly 
incurhbcnt.  No  man  reprobated  the  horror  of  treafon  mdre  flian 
•he ;  but  the  privilege  6f  delivering  one's  fentiments  upon  public 
affairs  was  peculiarly  the  privilege,  of  every  Britiih  fubjeft,  and  the 
'heft  fecurity  for  the  prdfervation  of  bur  other  liberties.  But  from 
^his  moft  alarmiiig  propofition,  the  country  had  every' rcafon  to  en- 
'tertain  the  moft  ferious  apprehenfion.  Henceforward,  t\o  man 
•could  fpeak  his  mind,  without  fear  for  his  peribnal  fzitiyl  He 
would  on  no  account  confent  to  furrenSer  this  pallaclimn  of  our 
freedom  into"  the  hands  of  Minifters  upon  fuch  trifling  grounds  as 
-were  ftatcd  in  the  report,  and  would  therefore  oppofe  the  motion 
to  the  utmoft  of  his  ability. 

Mr.  LAMBTON  faid,  that  on  a  queftion  of  fuch  magnitude 
it  was  impoffible  for  any  Member  of  Parliament  who  confidere&liis 
duty  to  his  conftituents,  to  give  a  filent  vote.  If  he  faw  any  thing 
like  infurreftion,  or  any  ferious  danger,  he  would  readily  concur  in 
'the  meafure  propofed,  and  confent  to  furrender  the  Conftitution  for 
a'lhort  time,  for  the  fdke  of  its  future  iecurity.  Before  a  Aiifekfttrc 
t)f  fuch  confequence  was  propofed,  he  believed  there  was  not  a 
Member  of  the  Houfc  who  would  not  have  expefted  that  Tome  fort 
of  grouncjls  would  be  given  for  bringing  it  forward.  He  had  at- 
tended as  clofely  as  poffible  to  the  Report,  and  found  that  it  contained 
nodiing  new,  nothing  that'  had  not  been  known  and  feen  in  all  the 
public  newfpapers  for  the  laft  four  years.  Indeed  it  "Was  nothing 
more  than  a  repetition  of  what  had  been  introduced  more  th^hi 
once  in  the  fpeech  of  the  right  honourable  gentlenian  (Mr.  'Burke), 
'and  which  then,  when  his  honourable  friend  (Mr.  Sheridfti)  fnovcii 
for  a  Comriiittee  to  inquire  into  the  grounds  and  foundation  of  the 
alarm  occasioned  by  thefc  and  fuch  other  papers,  the  Houfe  thought 
It  a  motion  of  fo  ufelefs  a  nature,  and  fo  unnecfeffary  altcgfether,  that 
*hcy  rejedkd  it.     And  now,  upon  the  fame 'jgrourids  wlifth  Were 


^  ^km.  fidfewat  to.  merit  intf^T*  *  ^Wdc^  a  r^afjip  for  a  tcm- 
fo^mx  f\|ff^nfi9n  9jf  ^|p  ^e^  i;|g^ts  and  privil^cs.  He  muft  qdii- 
k^  ^ia(  fan^  thought  it  lathcr  rftraordinaiy  that  fo  ftrong  a  mcafure 
i^CX^  1^  int|p4uced  upon  giDi^nd^  which,  if  they  arc  at  ail  'Vi'or-. 
^f  o£  QppcOf  OHght  to  h^ve  been  notice^  long  ago,  and  found  it. 
.^^  iiadilg^^ble  duty  to  j^iye  his  negative  to  the  prcfent  motion. 

Mr.  ^  A8;RISON  was  decidedly  of  opinion,  that  the  cafe  ^ted^ 

11}  die  Rqport  did  pot  c^  for  fuch  a  pointed  interference  o^  ^^ 

p9(|  of  the  Le|giflat||r^  a«  a  fufp^niion  of  one  of  the  fund^cpjfajf 

Pilts  of  the  Q>nftit^dpi|y  and  on  which  fo  much  depende^i  9^  tb^ 

Kr^nal  Ub^  of  th^  fid^l^*     He  ag^fed  with  an.  ^c^[>purab]ys  gs^ 

tleman  (Mr.  Martin),  tli^t  if  a;^y  ^ing  opjild  be  cqnftrucd  infiq  4 

p^B^^^  of  i^^  proceedings  as  w^re  chajgcd  to  the  Socie^^^  it 

WS.  ^  «»ndu6t  <«f  A<toiwi*is*fton>  wi^h,  fince  the  cofmnenp^.c^ 

pf  ^^  giefeoc  c^amMotts  lyar,  bad  bcn^r)  fuch  as  mu$  tendr  to  pro« 

vq):^  a  &ee>  p^9p]i^  t^  oooild^r^bie  Icngtlis,  but  (p  the  pre(erv(  occa;* 

fioA  fijiob  w^  iKIt  th^  cafe  i  tl^  procef^dings  of  the  bp^li^  alluded  ta 

¥2ecc>  as.  fer  as  hw\  app^^red,  juitigablc  pn  g(]^ft\ciitioi\al  grounds ; 

and  fame  of  th^ic  fsis^^h  it  would  ajppcar,  had  been  taken  f^otA 

thofc  laid  4^W^  by  the  o^t  hpnour^ble  gentleman  and  his  fnendt 

H  a  fo|m^r  pci^ipd ;  but  allowing  the  right  honourable  gen^^isw 

this  fvl&  fcope  qif  hiks  argument,  ai)d  adn^ltting  tbe  juitnefs  of  1)^ 

was  the  cxlr^coity  pr(^ed  <3P  be  r<^rl^  to  to  be  juAifi^  eitl^^f 

by  found  wifdotn  or  found  ppUf^y  ^  If  fuch  (bQV^ld  be  the  c%(^i 

and  leav^  w^  gi^f^n  to  bfing  ia  the  |^il}  ]3nQvr4  ^^  tl)cre  wq[f 

two  thio^  which  he  thow^t  it  WPuW  be  abfolutgly  and  i*idifef p^ 

fably  neceffary  to  move — ^two  claufes;  ijve  otw  vas,  that  wl?ii}f 

the  fufponfion  of  the  Habeas-Corpus  A^  contij^upd,  th^  Hjufe 

ihould  continue  to  fit ;  and  the  other,  that  an  account  ^^pyld  ^ 

rendered  by  the  Executive  Government,  to  that  HqmSq,  of  all  j^q^r 

foos  apprebeoded  and  confined  under  this  bill ;  h^P^m^  it  would  gjivf 

tp  the  Mim&crs  the  power  of  throjiving  in  jail,  and  detaining  9f\)[ 

pecfim  whom  they  might  incline  to  diftrcfs ;  a^  that  upon  ^fij 

6xppoifA  realbn  qr  pretext,  that  th^  chofe  to  aUedge,  or  make  u(f 

ofc    With  regaT:d  to  the  Report,  it  certainly  contained  nothing  hf4 

what  liad  been  publicly  Isasi^n  long  before,  ejccept  one  point  \ii;bic^ 

the  right  honourable  gen^man  had  fiated,  he  meant  the  idea  thaf 

tfaofi;.  fcofik  who  were  to  fqrgi  tb^  Cq^y^tiqn  had  bepn  provi^ng 

arnia,  and  wefe  nearly  ready  to  ufc  tji^  ta  epfprqc  illegal  purpofe;^ 

Jf  tUs  was  -really  the  cafe,  of  which,  however,  no  proof  was  of- 

feied,  it  was  of  itfcif  an  overt  a4t  of  treafon  ;  anjd  furely  there  werf 

cxlfting  laws  in  the  comtr^  to  find  a  f«iCibte  PMW^ment  for  fuch 

an  Vinous  offence.    For  thefiR r^^Ditf ,  g^d  &cjn?.  ever)'  confidcratiop 
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RjjwjKt^  ,^9d  iutj^p  M?%P  frpjp,  the  Throve,  t;p. '  ^pjivipc^  the 
Houi^  oi^  tii^r^  F^B(^^%  of  hdp^iog  in  d^  a  bjl^  as  t^^  moved 
hijt  ?^  ^M^  th^c^fi^fi  gi^i^  bis  Ci^o^t  ta  tixe  ^^on^  and  iub- 

|l(9  byi  ^  t^ci^  ^'i^E^  (^Quld  apfo^v^e. 

Ivj;^  }^¥,YLh  i^plief}  tp^tbe  1^  §>Rker,^  V^  ejfjjyefl^d  his  vcrjr. 
lprQ<ilt;  ?&:)Qi(hip^i;it  Ih^t  tl)e  Regpri  i^^hicb  h^  juft  beea  i:e^  coii- 
taifietl  n^tlvipg  vsk  f^<%  or  in  fijij^flance  that  had  not  bceii  publilhed 

.Mh  ^9^  ?<H^  9MB^^  ^^  ^^9  ^^"  nptic(:4  ^  ^^  ^i^cne^  i^  wp^y 
of  nottc^  90W ;  agyd.  if  tb^rp  1^^  aif^  i^oa  that  cqii]4  be;  g^ven  for 
lic&l^ii^  h^  ^npi|r^^  ^i£;9(^s^  yf.itti%,  t^t  it  might  bq  printed^  it 
vm&  ^  ^^  all  it  contained  had  been  prin^oi  ^d  pi^bli(hc;4  ^.^!ih 
His  fufpc|L^  w^  CQ^d^rably  iv\oi^^^,  ^bea  he  |s:pei9i  thp  ipefped- 
ihk  a^  l^iswabl?  gen^leo^  w|iq  cpqpgofed  t^e  C9mfmtte;d^  and 
horn  ^hof^,  <Qa\f  i^fpprt  of  ^  vcyry  <^^^n?^  natui?  9Mght  tiaye  t^ 

.  cxpeStf  d  i  bi^  i|^  filmed  they  h^  proo^^d  lipor^  yppn  an  ic}ea  of 
piaic  %^d  aJ^iP  |h^  ai?y  oth^?.  Th9f9  w^?  ^Pf^  (4  t^cqpi,  in-- 
%Gdy  w)m  ha^  been 'Oj^iginally  ^I^pvifis ;  l^  if.  looH^/d  as  if  thofi? 
vho  h^  pq|t  taken  tb^p  ^ftnn  iq  a  iwi^^ur^  way^  ^4 1>^^^^  ii^u)^ed 
bj^  the  ootinpany  they  h2|4  kept  ^  an^  whei>/0^  Hpufe  a^ttended  to 
ikt  oioufe  wbic}^  tt^§  q;K)U]:^ta^n  ha4  sroduced;,  be  bel^ve^  tb^  was 
ml  a  ii)0Ui  in  it  who  w^iuld  opt  f^y  ^ith  hin^  that  tbe  I^inlfter  had 
li«0i|gl^  forward  one  of  the  lopft  violent,  de^u^tive^  aod  daring 
WiK£^Aa^  th^  t(e  could  have  donei  i^>on  groyru}^  ij^jf  inoft  nufer- 
sS^f  flimfy,  and  rifliculou^  th^t  ever  wer4^  baard  oS*  He  justified 
Iu$  o^ra  cQBdv^  m  ^v^  im^iference  be  bs^d  ta](j^  lu^cc  the  co^^ 

inenQBip^at  of  die  difturbances  in  France,  and  thp  alaroas  in  diis 
country,  and  refenred  to  the  words  c^  a  noble  f]tkn4  ^^  ^i^  (-'^^'^ 
Wycombe),  on  a  former  night,  that  if  there  wa^  gi^Ut  it  pug^t  p 
be  punifhed,  if  there  was  imprudence  it  ought  to  be  expofed ;  bi^t 
^  the  fame  time  iifiproper  (Ituations  ought  to  be  avoided,  mifir^pre' 
fentation  prevented,  aj>d  calunmies  refuted.*  As  tp  t|if  cS^  of 
li^t  xiight's  proceeding,  and  the  abfurdity  of  the  grounds  v$QP 
which  it  originated,  he  would  only  fay  that  if  the  Minifler  bad 
been  paid  by  the  enemies  of  this  country,  he  could  not  have  held 
put  better  hopes  to  thpm,  or  given  them  more  real  fatisfaftiop,, 
than  his  conduft  that  night  muft  do.  In  addition  to  the  news  of 
the  defeat  of  Clairfeyt,  which  they  would  receive  about  this  timf , 
he  doubted  they  would  not  be  more  plcafed,  as  enemies  to  tbis 
country,  to  fee  the  Minifter's  ftatemjpnt,  that  thf^  people  of  Er^- 
land  were  difaffeded  to  their  Government,  ^nd  fulpedled  fo  far, 
It. 
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that  Ft  %)ecattfe  necfclBav  fo  Wll««r  iip  Ac  FVeil*  ^frtSRce^  ftilt 
Inftftufe  i  CrtSimitfcc  ot  iSeciee<iy,  W  PbHic  Safety-,  xrir  ^hjr  tMs^ 
«Ifc  diat  thcjr  clidfe  to  call  it.  This,  Vk  Vas  afftf«d,  ^wouid  %e  a 
matte*  bF  miic^  ISMsfaiftiGn  ffy  the  eftcmies  of  th6  country.  iJHfe 
riien  fccftclUcfed  IGs  oppofitibh  to  tfie  motion  by  ftafii%,  dut  th* 
conSiiR  afid  liteafaitis  oif  AdmSniftration  for  fomt  time  paft  IM 
tenftil  fe  piit  an  erfl  to  public  and  private  confidence,  Snd  detfe^ 
Aat  haptJhiefs  and  harmony  in  fociety  which  ufed  to  be  Ac  charae- 
tenftics  dT  Britifli  fubjedis.  There  was  a  general  cry  of  "  QUfeffion  I 
queftion!"  when 

Mr.  SHERIDAN  rofe:    he  faid  he  had  wsdtcd  with  nuKk 

attciMon  and  cxpedfation  to  hear  fomc  argument  uftd-,  finding  the 

RepcSt  fo  perfcftly  deftitufe  of  any  grounds  for  fuch  a  meafure ;  bat 

at  lall  fai^  that  it  was  not  the  int^ion  of  the  o6\et  fide  iA  brii^ 

iBiWrd  any  thing  like  a  fhadow  of  reafon  that  could  account  for 

ftSr  condu6L     This  was  a  queftion,  however,  of  fuch  magni« 

tnBe,  that^  Ihould  think  it  criminal  to  give  a  filent  vtJtc  upon  it. 

9cktt  hk  proceeded  farther,  fome  nofice  was  due  td  that  exlteme 

impatidhfee  for  the  queftion  which  the  Mlnifter  and  his  fdends 

eviticed,  'dh  impatience  and  a  manner  of  cxprdfing  it,  which  he 

would  ncft  hcffette  to  fay  was  completely  indecent ;    yet,  while 

fiberty  of  fpccch,  and  liberty  of  parliamentary  proceeding  in  that 

ffiJufe  remained,  and  he  did  not  believe  it  could  l«!g  remain  if 

fiiA  a  bin  palffed,  he  would  ^ever*)  fiir  *fofget  his  diity  to  the 

feufttry,  as  to  ^Ofcrwit-to  ^pafe  in^ifctee-;  howevdr  ifiuch  it  m^t 

Bfc  %fe  Vifh  of  l^niftcrs  to*urry-thfe  *n^aiure  flirough  the  Houfc, 

^itneSfufc  whtch,  to  ufe  die  langiiage  -^'Ibs  learAed  friend,  was 

-Wie  of  fhe  moft  daring,  moft  abom^ifclc,  <nd  ntofe  tfnprecedefitti 

tte  hkd  €v6x%ieti  offii-da  to  tfie  eohfidcrsltlon  of  ^  ferltiih  Houfc  df 

Gdhihibtte.    "He  held  ffic  "MTmflter's  ^fta«c  upoh  the  3^pte  of 

Gkk  fetfttrm 'to'bfeiiitfeiihdcd,  tmjuft,  andimpeiitic,  in  tibe  hi^ft 

elegfet,  'hy  fa^fely  tilfttfg  to  tlic  Ftcnch  ^at  the  people  of  #«• 

c^%  Vetfe%  itrtch  ^rf^^      andlUfpeafed,  its  to  iftake  flic 

mtSftfi^fiittieafyrte^fcd^fy  to  kftrain  their  J{^tt?dlngs  agaihft 

*c^6*fcft{ment.     Wiai  regard  to  the  KS^pm,  ^hleh  had  been  fo 

*eflahd  fo  jufty^aefcribcd  by  his  Kda^^unMc  friends^,  he  mutt 

fey,  HlSt  ^  moment  h  ^as  'prodttccd,  i^heh  once  nt  came  to  the 

fcnowIidgc'Wthe  pfe^le,  muft  af^pear  to  fh^m  to'bca'ttfioment  of 

j^  ahd  c?6ngratuWti6n,' t!<d  *Was?fo  ift  reality.     F6r  after  all  the 

g|«at'exb-fi6ns'^f«i  great' talehh  6f'fhis  Committee  of  Public  Safety^ 

wftJ^t«^  is  A^'^ife-by  the  Tn6ft  tremendous  alarms  that  had  ever 

fe^tieirtea^any  tfourttty,  what  had  thfey  to  4hew  to-ftic  country  as  a 

^Wficattan  6f  Sidr  conBuft,  -and  the  fruits  of  their  alarms  ?  ^Wiat 
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vas  to  be  feand  in  die  famous  report  of  the  Britifli  Barrere? 
Shortly  this— -a  number  of  copies  of  idle  papers  that  had  been 
printed,  piibli(hed,  and  circulated^*  fome  of  them  for  the  laft  two 
yearsj  and  all  of  them  before  the  commencement  of  the  laft  feffion 
of  Parliament.     Why,  he  would  afk,  had  they  not  been  profe- 
euted  at  the  time  they  appeared  ?    Why  did  not  the  Attorney  Ge- 
neral profecute  upon  the  paper  iigned  by  Martin,  which  he  thought, 
of  all  others,  contained  the  mod  criminal  matter }   One  thing, 
and  only  one,  had  been  ftarted  that  was  any  thing  like  new,  and 
that  was,  that  thefe  Societies  had  been  providing  arms :  this  by  the 
way  remained  merdy  as  an  aiiertion,  for  no  proof  had  been  given 
lo  the  Houfe,  even  on  that  head  j  but  if  it  r^ly  .was  ib,  or  if  any 
fuch  treafonable  pradUces  exifted  in  the  country,  were  there  not 
laws  by  which  fuch  guilty  perfons  might  be  brought  to  adequate  and 
condign  puniihment  ?     He  for  one  believed  that  no  fuch  practices 
exifted  in  the  country,  and  that  Minifters  and  their  friends  knew 
this  to  be  the  cafe  \  but  it  was  necel&ry  for  them  and  for  their 
views,  to  keep  up,  or  rather  create  fome  new  panic  to  gain  that 
continuance  of  power  over  the  people,  which  feemed.  to  be  fo  much 
the  objedt  of  their  wiflies.     He  believed  moft  firmly  that  this  ipea- 
fure  was  founded  on  a  convi<flion  on  the  minds  of  thofe  vrfio  intro" 
duced  and  fupported  it,  that  no  fuch  practices  exifted  at  all  in  this 
cotmtry,  that  could  produce  any  alarm  that  made  this  propoCsd  ne* 
ceflaiy  for  putting  the  liberty  and  the  property  of  all  the  people  of 
Great  Britain  at  the  diicretion.  of  the  Executive  Govemment,  a 
power  which  never  had  been,  nor  ought  to  be  given,  except  in 
times  of  actual  rebellion,  or  imminent  and  manifeft  danger,  which 
none  would  be  hardly  enoi^  to  fay  was  the  cafe  at  prefent.    It 
was  fomewhat  lingular,  of  all  the  great  men  who  compofed  that 
Comnuttce,  and  he  had  a  very  great  itfpeA  for  the  chandlers  and 
abilities  of  many  of  them,  none  of  them  had  oome  forward  in  de- 
fence of  this  meafure,  or  to  ftate  grounds  for  it,  except  the  Chair- 
man.—*The  principal  argument  which  he  had  ufed,  went  to  prove 
the  illegality  of  G>nventions ;  but  certainly  he  could  not  be  ferious 
in  ufing  fudi  an  argument ;  there  had  been  many  Conventions  in 
this  country,  Scotland,  and  Ireland,  for  difierent  purpofes,  and 
none  of  them  had  ever  been  thought  illegal.     He  had  beloi^ed  to 
fome,  and  he  believed  the  rignt  honourable  gentleman  had ;  he  was 
fure  the  Duke  of  Richmond  did ;  and  though  thqr  were  for  the 
purpofe  of  FarKamentary  Reform,  the  avowed  purpofe  of  thofe  So' 
deties,  they  held  their  Conventions  in  the  Guild-hall  of  London^ 
with  the  leave  of  the  Lord  Mayor  of  that  city,  with  clerks  and 
other  attendants  ftom  the  Manfion-Hoofe,  at  their  command,  anl 
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fiom  thence  they  publifhcd  their  proceedings  and  refolutions.     In 
Scotland,  a  Convention  had  been  held  for  a  refonn  in  the  county 
eledHons,  and  a  leajrned  gentleman,  (the  Lord  Advocate)  whom  he 
hoped  was  in  his  place,  prefided  at  that  meeting,  and  gave  It  the 
name  of  Convention.     In  Ireland  it  was  by  a  Convention  that  the 
Roman  Catholics  had  obtained  that  which  was  denied  them  b]^  uling 
every  other  nxxie  of  proceeding.     In  none  of  thofe  inilances  had 
Conventions  been  thought  lUegaL    With  regard  to  the  difcretion  of 
thofe  who  were  to  be  entrufted  with  the  extraordinary  power,  which 
a  fufpenfion  of  the  Habeas  Corpus  ad  would  put  into  the  hands  of 
the  Executive  Government,  it  had  been  faid,  that  there  was  no 
danger  of  its  being  abufed  or  perverted  to  improper  purpofes.     On 
this  point  he  differed  widely,  and  had  a  right  to  refufe  it,  becaufe 
having  that  day  feenthe  fri venous  pretexts  upon  which  this  bold  and 
dangerous  meafure  was  founded,  there  was  good  reafon  to  fuppofe 
that  if  they  had  the  power  to  detain  perfons  fufpedled,  they  would 
be  very  apt  to  proceed  upon  fufpicions  equally  frivolous.     Befides, 
as  it  had  been  very  properly  faid,  if  they  once  get  the  power,  there 
may  be  foul  play,  and  men  may  be  confined  upon  no  other  grounds 
than  being  hoftile  to  the  meafures  of  Adminidration ;  nor  could  any 
man  in  or  out  of  that  Houfe  be  fafe,  if  they  were  inclined  to  miC> 
reprefent  or  diibefs  him.     He  was  warranted  in  this  argument  by 
the  calunmies  that  were  daily  circulated  againft  him,  and  others,  in 
newfpapers,  almofl  avowedly  employed  by  Minifters  for  fuch  detef- 
table  purpofes.     Though  he  had  been  for  many  years  peculiarly  the 
objeft  of  calumny  and  mifreprefentation  in  newfpapers,  they  never 
had,  or,  he  believed,  ever  fhould  induce  him  to  commence  a  pro^ 
fecution  againft  them  ;  and  this  forbearance  was  in  a  great  d^ee 
owing  to  the  iincere  attachment  he  had  for  the  liberty  of  the  prefs, 
and  which  he  fhould  be  forry,  by  any  adiion  of  his,  at  any  time,  to 
endanger.      It  could  not,  however,  efcape  his  notice,  that  in  one 
particular  newfpaper  which  was  known  to  be  under  the  influence,  if 
not  under  the  immediate  dire<^ion,  of  Adminiftration,  he  was  uni- 
formly abufed  in  the  mofl  grofs  and  indecent  manner.     Even  this 
very  day  he  was  accufed  of  holding  an  improper  communication 
^ith  a  perfon  outlawed  by  the  laws  of  his  country*     Amongft  the 
tnany  profecutions  carried  on  to  fupport  the  dignity  of  Parliament, 
the  ri^t  honourable  the  Attorney  General  fhould  feel  himfelf  equally 
interefied  in  vindicating  the  charadters  of  its  individual  Members, 
upon  which  fo  much  depended  in  the  public  eftimation.    He  would 
not  diredly  charge  the  Minificrs  with  perfonally  flandering  him. 
He  would  not  be  fo  unmanly  as  to  impute  to  any  fet  of  gentlemen 
the  dark  and  giovelir^  mcannels  of  faying  Uiofe  things  infidioufly 
Vol.  XXXVIIL  M  m 
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i¥hich  they  dared  not  mention  to  his  face.  If  there  were  any  lurk- 
ing fufpicion  in  the  minds  of  any  men,  let  them  come  forward  and 
boldly  avow  them ;  where  there  is  guilt,  let  the  broad  axe  iall ; 
public  charges  he  was  ready  to  meet,  and  confound  any  one  who 
(hould  prefume  to  arraign  him  ;  for,  in  the  whole  of  his  conduft 
fiom  the  beginning  of  the  French  Revolution,  he  thought  himfelf 
entitled  to  fome  merit,  inftead  of  incurring  any  reproach.  He  then 
defcanted  on  the  application  which  the  precedents  adduced  would 
bear  to  the  prefent  fubjedt,  and  particularly  diftinguifhed  the  fuf- 
penfion  of  the  Habeas  Corpus  during  the  American  war,  which 
was  limited  to  perfons  coming  from  America,  and  not  general  as  in 
^the  prefent  cafe.  He  accufed  Mr.  Burke  of  having  fo  far  concur- 
red in  the  Convention  of  the  Iriih  Roman  Catholics,  that  his  fon 
aded  as  one  of  their  agents  ;  he  admitted  him  to  have  been  ver/ 
worthily  employed  ;  but  the  fa£t  at  leaft  proved,  that  die  hatred  of 
Conventions  was  not  fo  unlimited  as  might  otherwifo  be  expedled. 
He  trufted  that  there  would  be  abundant  opportunities  of  difcuITing 
the  principle  of  the  bill  in  future  flages  ;  for,  notwithftanding  the 
abruptnefs  and  furprize  with  which  it  was  brought  in,  Mimflers 
would,  no  doubt,  refledl  on  the  refponfibility  which  would  fall 
upon  them  on  a  future  day  ;  and  though  he  was  far  from  being  a 
man  of  a  fanguinary  difpofition,  he  (hould  not  be  forry  to  find  that 
any  Minifter  who  (hould  advife  His  Majefty  to  pafs  a  bill  of  this 
magnitude,  fo  hurried  through  the  Houfe,  (hould  lofe  his  head  upon 
the  fcafibld.  He  ridiculed  the  wonderful  difcoveries  made  by  the 
new  Committee  of  Public  Safety,  and  the  opening  fpeech  of  die 
Minifter,  whom  he  called. the  Britifh  Barrere.  He  reprobated  the 
whole  of  the  Minifter's  condudl  on  the  prefent  occafion,  which  was 
calculated  to  deiboy  the  peace  and  harmony  which  fubfifted  amongft 
men.  There  could  not  furely  be  any  real  ground  of  appreheniion, 
from  a  fet  of  men  without  fortune  or  connection  in  the  country ; 
and  who  were,  comparatively,  few  in  number.  But  why  not  con- 
fme  the  operation  of  this  bill  to  thofe  Societies  ?  Why  (hould  the 
liberties  of  every  Briti(h  fubjedt  be  furrendered  to  the  Crown,  for 
the  fault  of  a  few  ?  He  would  much  rather  he  would  make  it  trca- 
fon  or  felony,  for  any  Society  to  meet  for  the  purpofe  of  obtaining  a 
Parliamentary  Reform,  though  he  belonged  to  fuch  a  Society,  and 
would  rather  forfeit  his  life  than  abandon  the  caufe. 

Mr.  Chancellor  PITT  faid,  that  he  trufted  that  the  head  of  no 
Member  was  in  danger  from  fuch  a  conduft,  as  French  Tribunals 
were  not  as  yet  introduced  into  this  country.  The  fame  reafon 
which  juftified  the  introduftion  of  fuch  a  bill,  went  equally  to  prove 
that  it  (hould  be  expedited  as  fail  as  polTible.     He  was  therefore  of 
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o^nion,  that  it  fliould  be  committed  this  night,  and  paffed  to- 
morrow. 

Mr.  SHERIDAN  faid,  that  it  was  not  for  propofing  the  mea- 
furc,  but  for  the  advice  given  to  the  fovereign,  that  the  Minifter  was 
refponfiblc. 

Mr.  Chancellor  PITT  retorted  farcaftically,  that  he  diought  it 
hard  if  the  two  Houfes  of  Parliament  (hould  pafs  the  bill  that  the 
Minifter  fhould  lofe  his  head  for  not  adviling  the  fovereign  to  excr 
cife  his  negative. 

Mr.  BURKE  thought  that  when  the  broad  axe  of  vengeance  was 
fo  broadly  difplayed  in  their  view,  it  might  not  be  amifs  to  confider 
a  little  what  was  diat  mighty  provocation  which  feemed  to  call  for 
it  ?   It  was  fimply  this — that  if  a  Minifter  advifed  His  Majefty  to 
comply  with  the  wifties  of  the  other  two  branches  of  the  Legiflaturc, 
in  giving  his  Royal  affent  to  a  meafure  which  they  thought  imme- 
diately neceffary  for  the  fafety  of  the  State,  he  IhoiJd  for  fuch  offence 
be  fentenced  to  the  guillotine.     Would  it  not  be  fair  to  aflc  where 
this  law  was  to  be  found  which  would  inflid  a  punifhmcnt  of  fuch 
feverity  ?  Not,  furely,  in  the  code  of  Britifti  criminal  law,  which 
held  it  meritorious  in  the  fervants  of  the  King  to  keep  up  the  beft 
poflible  underftanding  betvveen  him  and  his  Parliament.     The  phi* 
lofophyof  France,  however,  was   fo  inexhauftible   in  fanguihary 
precedents,  that  poflfibly  fomething  may  be  found  in  the  proceedings 
of  the  Revoldtionary  Tribunal,  which  may  fufEciently  fuit  the  cir^ 
cumftance  in  queftion.     Without  meaning,  in  the  fmalleft  degree, 
to  difpute  the  magnanimity  of  Mr.  Sheridan,  in  defpifing  newfpaper 
attacks,  and  never  fubjeding  them  to  a  profecution,  he  could  not 
eafily  believe  that  his  provocations  were  not  fuch  as  may  be  ealily  pa^ 
ralieled.     A  man  fo  prominent  upon  the  theatre  of  politics,  and 
who  poiTefTed,  as  he  unqueftionably  did,  uncommon  genius  and  ac* 
tivity,  muft  naturally  expe6t  to  be  drawn  before  the  fcrutinizing  tri- 
bunal of  a  newfpaper ;  and  he  was  very  much  deceived,  if  .Mr. 
Sheridan,  generally  fpeaking,  was  not  very  mercifully  dealt  with. 
At  leaft,  he  never  knew  a  gentleman  fo  much  in  the  eye  of  the 
Public,  who  had  fared  better  with  our  diurnal  t^enfors.     He  thought 
it,  therefore,  rather  ftrange,  that  when  he  declined  the  invidious 
tafk  of  profecuting  himfelf  thofe  papers  in  which  he  was  traduced,  he 
fhould  be  fo  ready  to  confer  that  employment  upon  the  Attorney 
General.     If  his  advice  could  have  any  weight,  he  would  recom- 
mend to  the  learned  gentleman  not  to  accept  of  the  cammilTion,  left 
he  (bould  draw  upon  himfelf  that  animadverfion  from  which  he  at- 
tempted to   free  his  neighbour.     It  was,  he  believed,  frequently 
jtTO,  that  pbyficians  who  attended  at  hofpitals,  in  order  to  cffedt  a 
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cure,  fell  vi<ftifns  themfelvcs  to  the  infection,  which  had  not,  per- 
haps, fo  fatal  an  efFeS  upon  their  patients.     Mr.  Burke  then  en- 
tered on  the  defence  of  the  meafure,  wMch  he  fincerely  lamented 
the  neceffity  of  the  times  had  called  for.     He  fald,  he  could  not 
but  feel  for  the  conftitution  ;  and,  feeling  as  he  did,  he  fincerely 
lent  every  feeble  fupport  in  his  power  to  a  law,  which  had  for  its 
objedl,  not  tyranny,  but  prote6l:ion.      It  was  falutary,  thou^  ap- 
parently fevere  ;  it  was  withholding,  for  a  fhort  time,  die  liberty  of 
the  country,  to  preferve  it  for  ever.     He  would  not  quarrel  with 
the  right  honourable  gentleman  (Mr.  Fox)  for  words  which  in  them- 
felvcs were  innocent,  but  he  would  contend  on  the  meaning  and 
fubftance,  and  defignation  of  thofe  expreffions  which  were  adopted 
by  thofe  Societies,  and  applied  in  the  manner  in  which  they  had 
been  applied  in  the  National  Convention  of  France.     He  faid,  he 
did  not  like  thofe  technical  terms,  butchery,  maffacre,  murder,  and 
devaftation,  which,  by  too  long  ufe,  had  been  familiarized  to  the 
ear.     Neither  did  he  like  to  fee  the  poorer  orders  of  the  people 
drawn  from  their  trades  and  employments,  for  the  purpofe  of  form- 
ing Conventions,  and,  under  die  pretext  of  reform,  .to  be  led  on  to 
the  deftrudtion  of  the  State.     Parliamentary  reform  was  the  pretext 
for  all  the  fedition  that  has  been  fown  for  many  years  in  this  coun- 
try.    But  the  real  objedl  that  is  in  view,  when  the  adlions  of  thofe 
men  are  narrowly  infpefted,  is  nothing  more  nor  lefs  than  the  ufurp- 
ation,  and  in  the  end  the  plunder,  of  the  State.     This  is  parlia- 
mentary reform !  and  for  this  purpofe,  whole  claffes  of  the  working 
people  of  the  country  are  to  be  Jacobinized. 

He  then  proceeded  to  controvert  the  arguments  of  Mr.  Fox,  re- 
fpedling  the  inference  he  drew  from  the  Convention  of  the  Roman 
Catholics  in  Ireland.  Whatever  might  have  been  the  right  ho- 
nourable gentleman's  motive  in  applying  thofe  obfervarions,  he  was 
not  fuch  a  fool  as  not  to  know  they  were  irrelevant— ^for  Mr.  Fox 
undoubtedly  was  nothing  lefs  than  a  fool — except  when  he  chofe  to 
mafk  himfelf  like  the  elder  Brutus,  and  affume  the  difguife  of  ideot- 
cy,  the  better  to  affert  the  liberties  of  his  country.  The  Roman 
Catholics,  after  having  refpedlfully  petitioned  the  L^iflature,  and 
experienced  a  treatment  unmeritedly  fcornful,  formed  a  "  Meeting 
of  Delegates,"  to  which  they  did  not  give  the  name  of  a  Conven- 
tion. Their  objedl,  moreover,  was  a  fpecial  and  avowed  one ; 
whereas  the  Convention  which  this  bill  referred  to,  irieant  to  ercft 
itfelf  into  a  paramount  power  over  the  conftituted  authorities,  die 
inanity  and  inutility  of  which  they  made  no  fcruple  of  declaring.  It 
would  alfo  appear,  that  their  proje6ls  were  now  in  a  ftate  of  matu- 
rity, and  that  they  yrere  preparing  to  fumifti  thcmfelyes  with  arms 
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which  may  enable  them  to  follow  the  example  of  France.    In  proof 
of  thefe  intentions^  he  read  fome  extrads  from  a  book,  publiihed 
fome  time  fince  by  the  Revolution  Society.     Mr.  Burke  commented 
on  the  papers  which  the  Secret  Committee  had  feledled  for  infpec- 
tion,  developing  the  whole  fyftem  of  fcdition  and  oftrcafon,  which 
was  regulatoi  by  the  moft  unremitting  attention,  and  proved  that 
thofe  focieties  were  fo  formed,  as  to  fpread  tar  and  wide  into  every 
comer  of  the  kingdom,  and  acquire  by  the  corrcfpondence  it  had 
eflablifhed  in  all  parts  -of  Great  Britain,  a  majority  of  the  people, 
who,  by  becoming  the  admirers  of  the  French  revolution,  always 
held  up  to  them  as  a  Government  fuperior  to  their  own,  would  ul- 
timately be  led  to  frame  one  of  their  own  upon  its  model ;  and  this 
could  not  be  done  without  the  deftrudion  of  the  conftitution  of  Great 
Britain.      He  acknowledged,  that  Miniftcrs  muft  always  owe  to  die 
people  a  qualified  refponfibility  for  all  their  public  aftions  ;  and  if 
they  abufed  the  power  in  confidence  repofed  in  them,  it  would  be  a 
proper  fubjeiSl  for  future  examination.     But  in   the  meafure  now 
propofed,  fuppofing  the  extreme  cafe  of  the  power  being  abufed,  he 
contended  that  it  could  not  have  any  thing  like  the  bad  confequences 
that  would  refult  fi-om  fuffering  this  Convention  to  go  on  undifturb- 
ed  in  their  proceedings.     The  Habeas  Corpus  was  unqueftionably 
one  of  our  moft  invaluable  fecurities  ;  but,  in  times  of  great  emer- 
gency, even  that  muft  be  given  up  temporalily  for  the  whole.     At 
the  time  of  the  rebellion  of  1715  and  1745,  many  great  houfes 
were  divided  between  the  claims  of  the  Stuarts  and  thofe  of  the 
Houfe  of  Hanover.     Happily,  by  the  fufpenfion  of  the  Habeas 
Corpus  a6t,  the  heads  of  feveral  noble  families,  now  the  ornaments 
of  their  country,  were  fafely  locked  up  in  the  Tower,  which,  if  in 
condition  to  take  any  part  in  the  conteft,  their  fortunes  would  have 
been  confifcated,  the  perfons  themfelves  brought  to  the  fcaifold,  and 
the  families  extin(£t.     It  may  poflibly  happen,  that  the  fame  falu- 
tary  eflfefts  may  arife  from  the  adoption  at  prefent  of  fimilar  pre- 
cautions.   He  concluded  with  giving  his  hearty  affent  to  the  motion. 
Mr.  SHERIDAN  explained.     He  faid  that  he  did  not  wifti  for 
the  Attomey  General  to  interpofe  between  him  and  any  newfpaper 
calumnies.     He  alluded  to  a  chaige  made  againft  him  in  a  Treafury 
paper,  that  he  had  been  conneSed  with  a  perfon  now  committed, 
(Mr.  Stone)  of  which  Minifters  were  aware  of  the  foulnefs  and  the 
Wifehood. 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  faid,  that  he  wiflied  to  pay 
every  refpe<ft  to  the  charafter  of  the  honourable  gentleman  (Mr.  She- 
ridan), and  no  man  regretted  more  than  he  did  any  calumny  and 
abufe  on  private  characters ;  but  while  gentlemen  called  upon  him 
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to  profecutc  libels  on  private  charaftersy  he  begged  leave  to  remon* 
flrate  with  thoff  gentlemen,  that  if  they  clogged  his  proceedings  as 
Attorney  General,  by  forming  focieties  to  fupport  thofe  under  pro- 
fecution,  it  was  npt  only  giving  an  indire6t  encouragement,  but,  as      J 
for  as  it  went,  a  pofitive  affurance  of  fupport,  in  cafe  of  a  profecu- 
tion  for  libels  ?  How  very  difficult  was  it,  then,  for  him  to  aft  in 
fuch  a  cafe  !  It  had  been  ftated  in  this  Houfe  that  he  had  proceeded 
with  lenity  ;  which  feemed  to  be  an  infinuation  conveying  a  reflec- 
tion on  the  profecutions  in  another  part  of  the  kingdom.      If  he  had 
been  able  to  trace  the  combination  which  appeared  in  the  Committee 
of  which  he  had  the  honour  to  be  a  Member,  he  moft  undoubtedly 
would  have  profecuted  thofe  perfons  who  had  the  audacity  to  publifli 
the  refolutions  figned  by  a  perfon  of  the  name  of  Martin,  and  which 
were  contained  in  the  Report  now  before  the  Houfe.     In  Scotland, 
thefe  people  had  appeared  as  delegates  from  thofe  Societies,  and  adbed' 
in  open  defiance  of  the  laws  of  the  country.     It  was  not  fair  by  any 
means  to  draw  an  inference,  that,  becaufe  fevere  profecutions  were 
not  inftituted  here,  the  profecutions  in  Scotland  were  not  founded  in 
juft  and  proper  grounds.     He  was  ready  to  fay  that  he  was  moft 
completely  convinced  that  the  profecutions  there  were  inftituted,  and 
tfie  determination  of  thofe  profecutions  made,  on  the  moft  complete 
cvidcflcc.     There  they  had  thrown  off  that  difguife  which  until 
lately  they  had  maintained  in  this  country.     He  thanked  God  that 
he  had  from  circumftances  been  placed  in  the  fituation  of  Attorney 
General  of  England  at  this  time ;  and  he  was  certain  that  nothing 
would  be  done  that  was  not  confiftent  with  the  moft  perfeA  juftice  ; 
but  at  the  fame  time  he  muft  fay,  that  legal  forms  were  flow,  and 
required  time  to  bring  perfons  under  the  judgement  of  the  law.     So 
great  was  the  combination  of  thofe  people  who  had  formed  the  plan 
of  fubverting  the  conftitution,  that  it  was  a  meafure  that  he  felt  the 
moft  neceffary  of  any  that  ever  was  adopted  in  this  country,  to  adopt 
the  meafure  now  propofed  to  the  Houfe.     He  was  free  to  fay,  that 
upon  this  meafure  depended  the  falvation  of  the  ineftimable  conftitu- 
tion we  enjoy,  and  the  prefervation  of  the  happinefs  and  liberty  of 
this  country. 

Mr.  FOX  explained,  that  independent  pf  the  trials  which  took 
place  in  the  northern  part  of  the  ifland,-he  could  not  but  difapprove 
pf  the  proceedings  againft  Mr.  Walker,  Mr.  Phillips  of  Leicefter, 
Mr.  Winterbottom,  and  a  perfon  for  whom  he  could  have  no  great 
piprfonal  partiality,  Mr.  Froft. 

Mr.  WIGLEY  faid,  he  fliould  be  ready  to  defend  the  proceed- 
ings at  Leicefter,  of  which  he  is  Recorder. 
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The  Houfe  then  divided  on  the  motipn,  for  bringing  in  the  bili> 
when  the  numbers  were— 

For  it  201  ;  Againfi  it  39— Majority  162. 

Mr.  Chancellor  PITTT  then  prcfented  the  bill,  which  was  read 
a  firft  time,  when 

Mr.  Chancellor  Pitt  then  moved  for  th«  fecond  reading  of 
the  bill ;  and  Mr.  SPEAKER  having  put  the  queftion,  that  the 
bill  be  now  read  a  fecond  time, 

Mr.  GREY  oppofed  this  motion,  and  faid,  from  the  very  great, 
ferious,  and  alarming  confequences  which  this  quefticm  involved, 
he  would  move  for  a  call  of  the  Houfe,  that  the  Members  may 
have  time  to  make  up  their  minds  on  fo  important  a  meafure.  He 
remarked  with  much  feverity  on  the  indecent  hafte,  with  which 
tht  bill  was  pieflfed  through  die  Houfe.  Even  the  gentlemen  who 
voted  for  the  bill,  he  was  well  afTured,  were  not  aware  of  the  ex- 
tent of  the  meafure  until  they  heard  it  propofed  by  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer. 

Mr.  Chancellor  PITT  faid,  that  as  the  bill  required  aU  poffiblc 
difpatch  which  its  grave  and  important  natiu'e  could  not  difpenfe 
Vith,  and  as  Members  would  give  all  the  attention  in  its  fubfe- 
quent  flages,  he  would  oppofe  the  motion  of  the  honourable  mover, 
as  calculated  but  for  vexatious  delay. 

Mr.  FOX  fupported  the  motion" of  his  honourable  friend.  He 
could  not  but  notice  the  tone  of  exultation  in  which  the  Minifter 
dwelt  on  a  meafure,  which,  if  aftually  ncceflary,  fhould  be  noticed 
by  all  as  a  ferious  calamity.  He  defied  that  right  honourable  gen- 
tleman. He  dared  the  whole  Committee  to  fay,  that  there  was 
^y  fuch  thing  in  this  country  as  an  armed  infurredlion !  If  there 
was  not,  he  contended  that  the  delay  of  one  week  could  make  no 
material  difference  as  to  the  objedl  in  view :  if  the  objeft  was  pu- 
nifhment,  there  muft  be  guilt,  and  the  prefent  laws  were  fully  ade- 
quate to  that ;  if  it  was  merely  to  prevent  the  efcape  of  a  few  guilty 
perfons  from  jufHce  that  demanded  this  unprecedented  meafure,  he 
maintained  that  it  was  fcandalous  for  a  (ingle  moment  to  furrender 
the  liberties  of  the  whole  kingdom  on  fuch  account.  He  lamented 
that  the  old  eftablifhed  laws  known  to  the  Conftitution  had  not  been 
applied  to  the  evil,  if  any  exifted  ;  for  it  is,  faid  he,  an  infaimous 
libel  on  the  Conftitution  to  fay,  that  it  is  only  able  to  maintain  itfelf 
in  times  of  peace  and  tranquillity,  but  muft  be  furrendered  in  times 
of  danger  and  difficulty.  He  wifhed  to  know  for  what  length  of 
time  this  fufpenfion  was  to  continue,  or  how  long  it  could  be  poffi- 
bly  neccffary  ?  Shall  it  be  faid,  that  when  we  are  engaged  in  a  war 
upon  fuch  honourable  principles,  that  it  is  approved  by  the  whole 
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kingdom,  that  at  the  time  when  there  is  the  moll  popular  Admi- 
niftration  that  ever  governed  in  this  kingdom  ;  who  have  on  every 
occafion  a  majority  of  ten  to  one ;  is  it  at  fuch  a  time,  I  fay,  that 
we  find  it  neceffary  to  fufpend  the  Habeas-Corpus  A&,  from  the 
apprehenfion  of  an  infurredJion  in  the  heart  of  the  kingdom  ?  He 
contended,  that  the  pretences  brought  forward  to  fupport  this  mea- 
fure  were  the  moft  flimfy  and  barefaced  he  had  ever  witneffed,  and 
the  meafurc  itfelf  the  moft  daring  and  impudent*  It  was  true,  that 
fince  terror  was  the  order  of  the  day  (to  ufe  a  French  mode  of  ex- 
preffion)  thofe  opinions  might  be  a  while  ftifled,  but  they  would 
but  rankle  jn  fecret ;  curfes  would  follow  "  not  loud  but  deep," 
and  what  might  be  the  final  event  no  man  could  fay !  After  this 
meafure  paffed,  he  doubted  whether  it  would  be  of  any  confequence 
for  thofe  who  a<fted  with  him  to  continue  their  oppofition  in  that 
Houfe.  This  was  the  moment  for  the  Houfc  to  pauft  and  deli- 
berate, before  they  gave  up  thit  privilege  which  may  decide,  whe- 
ther it  would  be  worth  any  Member's  while  to  attend  a  difcuffioa 
within  thefe  walls. . 

^*  Tempus  inane  petOy  requiem  Jpattumque  furori,^* 

If  vblences  fhould  fucceed,  he  would  feel  the  confolation  of  having 
done  every  thing  in  his  power  to  avert  the  impending  evil  from  his 
country — that  at  his  lateft  moments  he  fhould  feel  it  his  confolation 
—and  he  did  not  think  in  cife  of  any  difturbance,  that  one  head 
in  that  Houfe  would  be  more  fecure  than  another ! 

Mr.  GREY  replied  in  very  animated  terms  to  fome  allufions 
made  to  him  by  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer.  The  right  ho- 
nourable gentleman's  haughtinefs  he  confidered  as  the  overflowing  of 
an  arrogant  mind,  fwelled  with  the  too  long  enjoyment  of  an  ill- 
gotten  power.  He  admired  the  right  honourable  gentleman's  abi- 
lities, he  never  had  denied  tlicm ;  but  talents,  however  tranfcendant, 
when  unfupported  by  honour  or  honefly,  fhould  never  meet  refpe<St 
from  him.  On  the  fubjedl  of  parliamentary  reform,  he  fhould  fay 
that,  notwithftanding  the  refleftions  caft  on  it,  it  was  a  caufe  he 
fhould  never  defert,  under  any  change  of  time  or  circumflances, 
nor  would  he,  to  preferve  power,  or  gratify  idle  ambition,  ever  be- 
come an  apoftate ! 

A  motion  was  then  made,  and  the  queftion  beii^  put  by  the 
Speaker,  "  That  the  Houfe  be  called  over  on  this  day  fortn^ht," 
the  Houfe  divided ; 

Ayes  32  Noes  201. 

This  motion  being  negadvcd,  the  bill  immediately  went  thiougfi 
the  fecond  reading. 
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A  motion  was  then  made,  and  the  queffion  being  put  by  the 
Speaker,  "  That  the  bill  be  committed,"— a  diviiion  took  place ; 
and  the  numbers  were. 

Ayes  154  Noes  23. 

On  the  queftion,  "  That  the  bill  be  now  referred  to  a  Committee 
of  the  whole  Houle,"  an  amendment  was  moved,  inftead  of  the 
word  "  now,"  to  add  "  three  o'clock  in  the  afternoon  ;**  which  be- 
ing objefted  to^  a  divifion  took  place ; 

Ayes  145  Noes  24. 

The  queftion  was  then  propofed,  on  the  motion  of  Mr.  Courtenay, 
"  That  this  Houfe  do  now  adjourn  /*  this  was  alfo  objcded  to,  and 
the  Houfe  dividing,  the  numbers  were. 

Ayes  24  Noes  I4i, 

The  main  queftion  was  then  put  and  agreed  to. 
A  motion  was  made,  "  That  the  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
chair,"  which  was  oppofed  by  a  motion  of  adjournment  from  Ma- 
jor Maitland. 

Ayes  16  Noes  130. 

The  queftion  was  then  put,  "  That  the  Speaker  do  now  leave 
the  chair"-— 

Ayes  130  Noes  16. 

In  the  Committee — Queftion  put,  "  That  the  Report  from  the 
Committee  of  Secrecy  be  now  read" — 

Ayes  16  Noes  it 8. 

Amendment  propofed,  to  infert,  after  "  confpiracy,"  the  words 
**  of  which  no  proof  has  been  laid  before  this  Houfe." 
Afterwards  moved,  and  queftion  put,  "  To  leave  the  chair"— 

Ayes  1 5  Noes  in. 

Queftion  put,  "  That  thofe  words  be  inferted'*— • 

Ayes  15  Noes  in. 

Queftion  put,  "  That  this  be  the  preamble"— 

Ayes  114  Noes  15. 

Amendment  propofed,  to  leave  out  "  at  or  upon,*'  and  infert 
''  after." 
Queftion  put.  That  "  at  or  upon"  ftand  part- 
Ayes  102  Noes  14. 
The  Houfe.  in  a  Comptiittee  on  the  (aid  bill,  it  pafted  with  fe- 
vcral  amendments. 

The  queftion  was  then  propofed.  That  the  Report  be  now  re- 
ceived. Amendment  moved,  to  leave  out  "  noWj!"*  ^nd  fay,  "  four 
o'clock  in  the  afternoon." 

For  the  Report  108         Noes  13. 
The  main  queftion  was  then  agreed  to. 
Vol.  XXXyill.  N  n 


fl74  PARLIAMENTARY  A,  1794. 

The  bill  was  then  reported,  ordered  to  be  cngrofled,  and  t€  be 
read  a  third  time  to-morrow  (Saturday). 
The  Houfe 'adjourned. 

Saturday  J   i*]th  May. 

Mr.  Sheridan  fald,  it  was  ycfterday  underftood  from  the 
Minifter  himfelf,  that  this  bufinefs  was  to  be  brought  forward>  and 
precisely,  at  four  o'clock  this  day  :  he  faw  no  reafon  why  the  Houfe 
fliould  wait  for  him,  efpecially  as  he  had  been  in  the  Houfe,  and 
had  quitted  it.  Perhaps  he  was  now  taking  a  walk  for  his  amufe- 
incnt,  but  that  was  not  a  reafon  for  the  Houfe  to  wait ;  and  as  diofe 
who  difapproved  of  the  bill  openly  profeffed  to  wifli  for  delay,  for 
die  purpofe  of  affording  to  the  public  an  opportunity  of  knowing  the 
nature  of  this  moil  alarming  meafure^  he  fliould,  without  any  far- 
ther hefitation,  move,  "  That  this  Houfe  do  now  adjourn.** 

Mr.  FRANCIS  feconded  the  motion,  which  was  perfonal  to 
himfelf,  as  well  as  for  others  of  more  importance—- That  not  having 
had  the  fmalleft  notice  of  a  defign  to  bring  in  fo  fuddenly,  and  to 
carry  through  fo  rapidly,  a  bill  of  fuch  confequence  as  that  which 
was  now  before  the  Houfe  ;  and  not  having  conceived  it  pofllble  that 
fuch  a  bill  could  be  fo  propofed  and  hurried,  without  giving  gentle- 
men a  finglc  day's  time  to  read  and  confider  the  Report  of  the  Secret 
Committee  ;  he  had  unfortunately  been  abfent  yeftcrday,  and  there- 
fore he  very  much  wiflied  for  a  delay  on  his  own  account.  But  he 
wiflied  for  it  much  more  on  account  of  the  nature  of  the  bufinefs, 
and  the  confequences  which  might  follow  to  the  nation,  if  fuch  a 
bufinefs  was  precipitately  concluded.  He  confeffed  that  he  was  but 
imperfectly  informed  on  the  fubjcdT: ;  but  as  far  as  the  information 
went,  which  he  had  been  able  to  obtain,  the  objeft  of  the  ijieafure 
in  queftion  was,  in  fubftance  and  efFeft,  to  fet  afide  the  Conftitution 
by  an  adi  of  the  Lcgiflature.  They,  who  thought  that  fuch  a 
queftion  was  ferious  and  important,  would  allow  that  it  ought  not 
to  be  carried  through  without  fome  paufe  and  deliberation ;  and,  on 
the  other  hand,  he  did  not  fee  how  they,  who  thought  the  bufinefs 
of  fo  little  moment,  as  not- to  be  worth  their  attendance  at  the  hour 
which  they  themfclves  had  appointed,  could  think  it  worth  their 
while  to  objedl  to  the  adjournment. 

Mr.  CANNING  faid,  he  underftood  that  his  right  honourable 
friend  had  gone  away  on  very  particular  bufinefs,  on  which  he 
jnight  be  detained  for  fome  time,  and  that  he  was  obliged  to  attentJ 
to  fuperior  engagements. 

Mr.  SHERIDAN  faid,  that  the  honourable  gcndeman  who 
fpoke  laft,  was  a  very  young  Member  in  that  Houfe,  which  was 
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the  bcft  apoldgy  that  he  could  fugged  for  himfelf,  to  excufe  the 
aiTertion  which  he  had  made.  The  bufinefs  of  this  Houfe  acknow- 
ledges no  fuperiority.  It  is  in  itfelf  paramount  to  all.  As  to  the 
particular  occaiion  of  this  moment,  the  right  honourable  gentleman 
(Mr.  Pitt)  had  founded  all  his  argument  on  its  tranfccndent  im- 
portance and  entcfgcncy- 

Mr.  CANNING  in  explanation  faid,  thkt  he  did  not  mean  the 
occupation  of  Mr.  Pitt  was  fuperior  to  the  bufinefs  of  that  Houfe ; 
but  fuperior  to  the  bufinefs  of  any  other  gentleman  in  it ;  and  there- 
fore, that  he  was  entitled  to  greater  latitude  and  indulgence  than 
any  other. 

Mr.  ROSE  oppofed  the  motion,  and  contended  tliat  there  was 
no  neceflity  for  farther  delay,  as  a  precedent  had  been  cited  laft 
night,  that  of  172a,  which  was  direftly  in  point,  and  contradi<flcd 
the  aflertion  that  the  prefent  meafure  was  quite  ftrange  and  unknown 
to  the  Conftitution.  As  fome  gentlemen  might  now  be  prefent, 
who  had  not  attended  laft  night,  he  begged  it  might  be  read,  which 
was  accordingly  done.  He  conceived,  that  though  the  intentions 
and  machinations  alluded  to  in  the  Report  were  known  before,  it 
was  only  from  fufpicion  ;  and  were  deftitutc  of  the  degree  of  proof 
which  they  now  poffeffed,  and  therefore  were  not  at  that  time  fuch 
fit  objefls  of  animadverfion  in  the  way  which  was  now  propofcd. 

Lord  WYCOMBE  thought  alfo  that  the  apology  for  the  Minif- 
ter's  abfence  was  highly  indecorous  :  he  wilhed  to  know  what  fupe- 
rior engagements  any  Member  of  that  Houfe  could  have,  to  that  of 
attending  his  duty  in  it,  cfpecially  on  an  occafion  fo  important  a& 
the  prefent :  there  fcemed  to  him  to  be  in  the  Houfe,  on  this  and 
fome  other  oecafions,  with  regard  to  the  negligence  of  die  Minif- 
ter,  a  forbearance  bordering  on  torpor  :  he  could  not  confent  to  fb 
flagrant  a  violation  of  public  duty  as  to  wait,  for  any  great  length  of 
time,  for  the  appearance  of  any  individual ;  he  (hould  therefore 
vote  for  the  adjournment.  He  (hould  do  diis  the  more  readily,  as 
he  greatly  condemned  the  hafte  with  which  a  meafure  fo  very  im- 
portant to  the  liberty  of  this  country  was  attempted  to  be  eftablifh- 
cd.  So  for  from  the  people  njieriting  the  charge  of  difaffeSion, 
which  was  caft  on  them  by  the  Report  of  the  Secret  Committee,  he 
thought  that  they  deferved,  on  the  contrary,  the  imputation  of 
blind  credulity  and  fervile  acquicfcence  to  Government.  He  was 
not,  however,  prepared  to  fay  that  they  had  fo  very  completely  re- 
linquifticd  all  vigilance  and  regard  to  their  own  intereft,  as  to  fub- 
n\it  quietly  to  a  meafure  fo  pre-eminent  in  violence  and  defpotifm  as 
the  prefent. 
Mr.  COURTENAY  ridiculed  the  idea  of  the  Miniftcr's  fopc- 

N  n  a 
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dor  engagements;  If  the  honourable  gentleman  would  vouch 
for  him,  that  he  meant  to  revive  the.  days  of  cWtalry,  and  confi- 
dered  his  attendance  on  fome  fair  dame,  t&  a  fuperior  engagement, 
that  iiideed  might  be  admitted  as  a  complet;e  ai)d  fatisfadlory  apo- 
logy ;  for  his  own  part,  Mr,  Courtcnay  faid,  as  (adi  a  tender  plea, 
he  thought  that  Houfe  fhould  wait  at  leaft  three  quarters  of  an  hour, 
or  longer.  A  iimilar  excufe  is  fentimentally  exprefled  in  Gay's 
Fables  — 

—         ■  A  favourite  cow 
£xpe£ts  me  in  yon  barley  mow ; 
And  when  a  lady's  in  the  cafe. 
All  other  things,  you  know,  give  place* 

Mr.  BUXTON  obferved,  that  it  was  not  againft  the  people  In 
general  that  the  chaige  of  difafFe£lion  veas  brought,  but  againft  a 
pifchicvous  and  intriguing  few,  whofe  defperate  projedts  the  people 
held  in  deteftation  and  abhorrence,  and  againft  whom  Government 
were  alike  bound  by  intereft  and  duty  to  take  ftrcMig  and  vigorous 
meafures  of  precaution.  He  thought  that  this  fubjo^  was  Jtoo  im- 
portant to  be  delayed  t^  a  queftion  of  adjournment :  he  was  a  friend 
to  this  meafure,  and  if  he  was  obliged  to  walk  out  to  the  lobby 
500  times  to  fupport  it,  he  would  do  fo  ;  he  conceived  that  there 
were  many  individuals  in  this  country  who  ought  to  be  puniihed, 
and  he  thought  that  fufpcnding  the  Habeas  Corpus  AQ,  was  the 
bed  mode  for  that  purpofe  :  on  thefe  grounds  he  fliould  oppofe  the 
motion  for  adjournment. 

Mr.  JEKYLL  would  not  fubmit  to  the  infinuation  that  the 
people  were  confpiring  againft  their  country,  without  the  fuUeil  con- 
yidUon.    In  the  prefent  ftate  of  the  Report,  he  was  as  ready  as  the 
honourable  gentleman  who  fpoke  laft,  to  go  out  500  times,  ra- 
ther than  fubmit  to  the  furrender  of  the  ineiUmable  bleffings  of  the 
Habeas  Corpus,  which  in  his  confcierice  he  believed,  if  this  bill 
paffed,  he  now  witneffed  for  the  laft  tinie.     Adverting  to  former 
precedents,  he  reminded  the  Houfe,  that  A&  itfelf  was  carried  in 
the  Upper  Houfe  by  miftakes  in  telling  the  numbers,  when  one  of 
the  tellers,  feeing  a  fat  Lord  coming  in,  counted  him  for  ten,* 
which  he  jocofely  juftified  from  his  fize.     In  the  debate  in  that 
Houfe  upon  the  fufpenfion  in  1722,  one  of  their  Members,  a  Mr. 
Booth,  had  fpoken  fo  rationally  upon  the  general  inclination  of 
thofe  in  power  to  increafe  it,  by  infringing  the  rights  of  the  people, 
that  he  could  not  do  better  fervice  to  the  caiife  of  liberty,  on  die 
prefent  occaiion,  than  to  read  an  extraft  from  that  gentleman's 
fpeech,  as  contained  in  the  reports  of  thofe  times.     He  ftated, 
**  There  was  a  kind  of  Itch  run  through  every  fucceeding  Privy 
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Council  to  anogate  to  themfelves  thofe  powers  which  had  been  fo 
properly  exploded  in  the  Star-Chamber  Courts  of  perpetually  takii^ 
ftoplc  up,  under'veiy  idle  and  vain  pretences,  and  bringing  them 
up  from  the  country  at  very  great  expenceand  inconvenience.  It 
feemed  to  be  an  infirmity  in  the  blood.  The  inflant  that  a  man 
became  a  Privy  Counfcllor,  he  was  infe£led  with  the  diforder  of 
imprifoning  people  upon  idle  flams  and  ftories.  Plots  were  invent- 
ed without  the  fmalleft  foundation. — In  his  town  (Mr.  Booths), 
when  a  filly  fellow  pretended  to  have  difcovered  great  things,  and 
made  a  mighty  noife  about  nothing,  it  was  faid  of  him,  *^  Billy 
has  found  a  fin  *.  ** 


*  ♦*  There  is  not  any  thing  that  an  Engliflitnan  can  claim  at  his  right, 
tliat  we  value  more  than  freedom  and  liberty,  I  mean  that  of  the  body ; 
becaufe  imprifonment  is  a  fort  of  death,  and  lefs  tolerable  to  fome  than 
death  itfelf :  for  by  it  we  are  deprived  of  all  our  earthly  comforts.  What 
is  a  man  the  better  for  having  never  ^o  great  an  eftate,  never  fo  great  ho- 
nour, or  what  elfe  is  deiirable  in  this  world,  if  he  is  refhained  of  his  li- 
berty ?  Now  there  are  fcveral  forts  of  rcflraints  or  imprifonmcnts,  and 
they  are  all  forbidden  by  our  law,  unlefs  the  caufe  be  very  juU  and  reafon- 
able  ;  it  is  not  for  bare  furmifes  or  vain  flories  that  a  man  ihall  be  im- 
prifoned  and  hurried  from  his  abode,*  but  only  for  fuch^aufe  as  fhall 
prove  that  it  is  for  the  good  of  the  government,  and  the  fupport  of  iii, 
that  this  or  that  man  is  imprifoned  or  retrained.  Although  the  law  has 
taken  very  good  care,  yet  the  fubjedt  is  often  abufcd  in  his  liberty, 
fometimes  by  the  courts  in  Weflminder-Hall,  fometimes  by  other  courts 
and  particular  magiflrates  ;  but  the  greateft  caufe  of  complaint  proceeds 
from  the  Privy  Council. 

"  The  Privy  Council  that  is,  though  they  have  been  much  to  blame 
in  this  pai  ticular,  yet  it  is  not  a  new  thing  that  they  pra£tife  ;  but  this 
itch  of  fending  for  and  imprifoning  the  fubje^  upon  vain  pretences,  has 
defcended  from  one  Privy  Council  to  another,  like  an  infirmity  that  runs 
in  a  blood ;  for  no  £»oner  is  a  man  made  a  Privy  Counfellor,  but  this 
fpirit  rcfls  upon  him.  This  milchief  was  early  efpied  even  in  Henry  IIP.s 
tune ;  and  leveral  laws  have  been  made  to  reftrain  the  Privy  Council. 


[Here  Mr.  Booth  recited  the  various  ads  for  fccuring  the  liberty 
of  die  fubjcft.] 

"  Thefe  are  laws  that  are  as  mijch  in  force,  as  any  (latutes  whatever, 
and  ought  to  be  as  duly  obferved  :  but  I  befeech  you  to  confidcrto  what 
a  degree  they  have  been  violated  by  the  Privy  Council :  How  have  they 
fent  for  gentlemen  from  all  parts  of  the  nation,  upon  mere  flams  and 
ilories!  No  man  could  be  quiet,  but  upon  any  groundlefs  pretence, 
away  went  a  meflTengcr,  to  bnng  up  that  man,  not  confidering  the  great 
charge  and  trouble  they  put  the  gentleman  upon  by  it.  I  will  mention  only 
that  of  Sir  Giles  Gerrard  ;  he  was  fent  for  up  by  a  mcfTenger,  to  anfwer 
to  I  know  not  what  bufinefs  about  a  black  box,  and  who  charged  him 
with  it :  but  when  he  came  to  be  examined  it  proved  nothing  but  town- 
talk,  and  what  a  pother  did  they  make  I  In  our  county  when  a  man 
makes  a  great  ftir  about  a  matter,  and  it  ends  in  nothing  that  is  fignifi- 
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Ivord  WILLIAM  RUSSFX  faid  he  fhould  vote  for  the  ad- 
journment :  he  was  decidedly  aggiinft  the  prefent  meafure.  The 
queftion  was  not,  whether  we  (hould  or  (hould  not  puniih  certain 
perfons  for  endeavouring  to  aft  improperly ;  for  that  purpofe  he 
confidered  the  law  fufficicnt ;  but  whedier  we  fhould  keep  our  pre- 
fent free  and  happy  Conftitution,  or  give  it  up  for  the  chance  of 
cftablifhing  an  arbitrary  Government.  He  faw  nothing  in  the  Re- 
.  port  to  juftify  the  prefent  moft  violent  and  alarming  meafure, 

cant,  we  fay,  Billy  has  found -a  pin.  So,  I  pray,  what  did  this  hiirly* 
burly  of  the  black  box  end  in,  but  nothing  that  was  worth  a  ftraw  I 
And  to  this  mighty  parpofe  Sir  Giles  was  fetched  from  his  houfe  in  the 
country :  and  feveral  other  gentlemen  have  been  thus  ufed  againft  law 
and  rcafon.  It'*s  (Irange  the  Privy  Council  fliould  not  remember  the  Bill 
of  Habeas  Corpus,  which  pafled  in  the  laft  Parliament ;  that  might  have 
brought  to  their  remembrance  thcfe  laws  that  I  have  mentioned,  and 
might  farther  convince  them  how  precious  a  thing  we  efteeni  our  li* 
•  bcrty :  it  puts  me  in  mind  of  the  Petition  of  Right,  and  what  I  have 
Geard  and  read  after  it  was  paiTed,  how  foon  it  was  violated  and  broken. 

**  The  Privy  Council  has  been  very  unjuft  to  thefe  gentlemen  whom 
they  have  moleftcd  by  their  meflengers,  in  that  they  have  -not  made 
their  accufcrs  to  make  good  their  accufations  as  the  law  requires,  57 
£dw.  Ill,  18,  for  then  idle  ftories  w»uld  not  be  fo  current,  by  reafofl 
of  the  punilhment  infli^fled  on  thofe  falfe  accufcrs  by  37  Edvv.  III.  r8, 
and  38  Edw.  III.  9 ;  which  laws  are  grounded  upon  the  word  of  God, 
Deuteronomy,  chap,  xix,  ver.  18  and  19.  But  now  fuch  fellows  as  are 
mentioned  in  the  37th  Edw.  HI.  18,  and  in  42  Edward  III.  3,  who 
make  their  accufation  for  malice,  or  for  revenge,  or  lingular  benefit, 
more  than  for  the  profit  of  the  King  or  his  People  ;  thcfe,  I  fay,  fliall 
be  allowed  to  accufe  honeft  men,  though  they  cannot  prove  a  word  of 
what  they  fay,  and  for  thefe  devices  are  we  to  be  forced  from  our  habi- 
tations to  appear  before  the  King  and  his  Council.  Methinks  it's  hard 
play  J  and  yet  what  remedy  have  we  left  but  to  fit  down  and  be  ouiet  ? 
But  without  doubt  the  law  intended  a  redrefs  in  thefe  cafes,  tor  2{ 
Edw.  111.4,  f^y  ^h^t  whatever  is  done  contrary  to  that  law  fhall  be  re- 
drefled  and  holden  for  none ;  but  it  does  not  tell  us  how  fatisfa6Hon  i» 
to  be  had  :  but  fince  it  is  left  uncertain,  I  hope  for  the  future  we  fliall 
fo  order  it,  that  every  mah  may  have  relief  againft  this  great  oppreflion, 
and  that  I  humbly  move  ;  for  if  we  let  this  alone,  we  leave  an  arbitrary 
uncontroulable  power  in  the  Privy  Council,  which  will  never  flop  till  it 
has  made  the  law  fubjc6l  to  thrm. 

"  But  I  have  heard  it  objeded,  that  if  this  power  offending  for  peo- 
ple be  not  allowed  to  the  Privy  Council,  then  you  put  them  m  a  worfc 
condition  than  any  juilice  of  peace,  becaafc  by  his  warrant  he  can  fend 
for  any  body  in  the  county  where  he  lives.  I  muft  in  the  firft  place 
deny  this  altogether  ;  for  the  confcqucnce  is  not  true  :  in  the  next  place, 
I  fay,  that  the  law  is  the  beft  judge  of  this,  whether  the  Privy  Council 
ought  to  have  fuch  an  unlimited  power,  and  what  the  law  has  determin- 
ed over  and  ovpr  again  ought  not  to  be  difputed  by  us ;  befides,  it  is  a 
thing  of  dangerous  confequence,  to  put  difcretion  mto  the  balance  with 
fo'many  written  laws,  which  confervc  fo  dear  a  thing  as  our  liberty. 

f  *  But  the  power  of  the  Privy  Council  is  not  hereby  made  lefs  than 
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Mr.  YORKE,  after  alluding  to  the  great  anccftor  of  the  noble 
lord,  who,  he  affirmed^  if  he  were  now  alive,  would  not  oppofe 
the  prefent  meafure,  Aated  diat  the  queftion  was  neither  more  nor 
le&  dian  whether  or  not  we  were  willing  to  make  a  temporary  fa- 
crifice  to  prefcrve  that  Conftitution,  which  we  were  all  intcrefled 
to  preferve,  by  following  thofe  precedents  which  our  anccfiors,  in 
limilar  predicaments,  had  afibrded  us.  On  the  prefent  occafion, 
we  were  proceeding  with  a  greater  degree  of  precaution  than  had 
been  always  obfcrved  ;  for  upon  one  occafion,  the  fufpenfion  of  the 
Habeas  Corpus  had  been  effedcd  without  the  previous  precaution 
of  referring  the  confideration  of  the  grounds  of  it  to  die  Secret 
Committee,  as  had  been  done  in  the  prefent  inftance.  The  Com* 
mlttce  from  whom  the  prefent  Report  came  were  entitled  to  the  rc- 
ipedl  of  every  one,  and  to  that  Report  he  was  inclined  to  give  the 
moft  implicit  belief.  Thofe  who  oppofed  the  mcafure  argued  Aat 
we  had  no  right  to  take  a  ftep  of  this  magnitude,  without  fome 
overt  aft  done  to  juftify  fo  ftrong  a  meafure  ;  but  he  was  the  more 
anxious  for  its  being  fpeedily  carried  into  execution,  as  he  was  ever 
of  opinion,  that  prevention  was  better  than  cure, '  and  that  it  was 
more  prudent  to  meet  the  evil  in  the  firft  inftancc,  .than  attempt^ 
perhaps  too  late,  to  apply  a  remedy. 

Mr.  LAMBTON  declared,  that  admitting  the  neceflity  of  the 
prefent  meafure  to  be  the  whole  queftion  before  them,  he  was  de- 
cidedly of  opinion,  that  Miniftcrs  and  their  friends  had  totally  fail- 
ed in  proving  that  neceflity.  In  the  former  inftance  of  1 7 22,  the 
neceflity  was  proved  by  the  adtual  exiftence  of  a  plot,  of  w  hich  the 
framers  were  taken  up,  and  fome  of  them  aftually  executed  after- 
wards. To  this  point  he  was  about  to  read  an  extrad  from  a  book, 
when  he  was  called  to  order  by  Si^  William  Young,  who  coniider- 

tbt  of  a  jufticc  of  peace  ;  for  a  jufticc  of  the  peace,  it  is  to  be  fuppofed, 
will  not  fend  out  his  warrant  but  upon  a  juft  and  rcafonable  ground : 
what  juftice  of  peace  ever  fcnt  out  a  warrant  of  the  good  behaviour 
againfi  any  perfon,  but  he  either  firft  heard  the  party  accufed,  (which 
is  the  jufter  way)  or  clfc  the  matter  was  proved  upon  oath  ?  Or  when  was 
any  warrant  of  the  peace  iflucd  out  but  it  was  grounded  upon  the  oath  of 
him  that  demanded  the  furety  of  the  peace  ?  And  whatever  warrants  or 
precepts  are  granted  by  a  juftice  of  the  peacc^  they  ought  to  be  for  juft 
eaufcs,  or  clfc  he  violates  his  tntft :  fo  the  Privy  Council  may  upon  a 
jull  acculation  feild  for  any  perfon,  but  without  that,  they  cannot ;  and 
therefore  I  do  not  fee  wherein  a  juftice  of  peace  has  a  greater  power  than 
th.c  Privy  Council ;  or  if  he  had,  yet  it  would  not  be  fo  great  a  mifchief, 
for  he  can  only  fend  for  any  perfon  that  is  in  the  county ;  but  the 
^nry  Council  are  not  limited  to  this  or  that  county,  but  their  power 
extends  all  ov«r  England." 
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cd  it  as  contrary  to  the  rules^  of  the  Houfe  to  read  die  fpeeches  of 
Members, 

The  SPEAKER  declared  the  honourable  Member  to  be  per- 
fe6Uy  in  order,  drawing  the  diftinftion  between  queftiomng  the 
words  of  a  Member  now  of  the  Houfe,  whofe  words  might  be 
Aus  mifreprefented,  and  reading  fpeeches  of  Members  long  fincc 
dead. 

.  Mr.  LAMBTON  refumed,  and  profefling  his  conduft  not  to 
be  the  efFe6t  of  any  defire  of  delay,  but  of  a  wifli  to  ftate  the  grounds 
of  his  opinion,  he  proceeded.  The  then  Mr.  Robert  Walpole,  as 
a  ground  for  inducing  the  Houfe  to  fufpend  the  Habeas  Corpus, 
and  that  for  a  limited  time  only,  fatisfied  them,  that  the  evidence  of  a 
plot  to  fubvert  the  Government,  was  a6hially  proved.  He  declar- 
edf  he  felt  a  confcious  reftitude  in  the  vote  which  he  gave  laft 
night ;  he  courted  not  popularity  by  a  fyftematical  oppofition  to  the 
xneafures  ef  Adminiftration. — So  far  from  it,  that  on  his  coming 
down  to  the  Houfe  yefterday,  he  felt  a  kind  of  pre-determination 
to  fupport  the  prefent  meafure,  from  an  expedtation  that  fome 
proofs  of  a  plof  would  be  brought  forward.  What  then  was  his 
difeppointment  to  find  nothing  but  what  all  the  world  already  knew, 
produced,  whereon  to  ground  fo  ftrpng  a  meafure !  From  his  in- 
fancy he  had  been  taught  to  revere  the  Habeas  Corpus  A6i,  as  the 
great  palladium  of  Britifli  liberty  ;  and  through  life  he  would  guard 
it  as  fuch.  He  had  heard  it  faid,  that  Minifters  would  abufc 
this  power,  if  entrufted  to  them ;  he  did  not  believe  they  would 
dare  to  atSl  fo  grofsly ;  but  in  his  parliamentary  capacity,  a  conftitu- 
tional  jealoufy  was  a  duty  impofed  upon  every  Member ;  to  that 
jealoufy  were  owing  fome  of  the  mod  ufeful  precautions  and  bene- 
ficial laws  that  this  country  pofTeffed.  He  knew  nothing  of  thofe 
Societies  which  were  now  fo  much  the  objedt  of  attention  ;  and  it 
was  well  known  that  in  general  he  difapproved  their  proceedings. 
Individuals  among  them  no  doubt  might  harbour  the  moft  pernicious 
defigns  ;  but  did  it  follow*^that  any  danger  was  to  be  apprehended 
from  them  ?  Was  the  Executive  Government  fo  weak  as  to  be  un- 
able to  oppofe  them,  without  being  armed  with  new  and  extraor- 
dinary powers?  On  the  contrary,  was  it  not  well  known,  that 
without  confidering  the  great  extent  of  power,  which  the  prefent 
Adminiftration  had  been  fo  induftrious  in  accumulating,  the  influ- 
ence of  the  Crown  was  fufiiciently  adequate  to  all  the  ordinary,  of 
even  extraordinary  cafes,  where  it  could  be  called  into  cxercifcJ 
Was  not  all  England  in  arms,  and. ready  to-fupprefe  any  riots  which 
could  (hew  themfelves  in  any  comer  of  the  King's  dominions? 
With  all  thefc  fafeguards  then,  where  could  this  mighty  danger 
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cxift,  which  was  to  juftlfy  the  prefent  extraordinaiy  and  unconftitu- 
tional  exertion  ?  In  his  confcience,  he  believed  there  was  none ; 
and,  under  that  convidlion,  he  could  not  agree  to  the  propofed  fuf- 
penfion.  On  the  contrary,  he  was  determined  to  vote  as  he  did 
laft  night,  if  driven  to  the  neceffity ;  but  he  flill  hoped  tliat  Minif- 
ters  would  think  better  of  it,  and,  by  a  (hort  delay,  enable  that 
Houfe,  and  the  country,  to  mature  their  judgements  upon  fo  mo- 
mentous a  queftion. 

Sir  WILLIAM  YOUNG  fupported  the  meafure.  We  bad 
to  deal  with  men  of  dangerous  and  defperate  charadlers.  When 
Cicero  fuppreffed  the  confpiracy  of  Catiline,  he  was  obliged  to  ftep 
beyond  the  ftrift  letter  of  the  law,  as  an  honourable  gentleman  (Mr. 
Jekyll)  might  know,  if  he  would  take  the  trouble  to  read  the  tranfla- 
tion  of  Cicero's  fpeeches  on  that  bufinefs.  What  had  Sir  Robert 
Walpole  ftated  in  the  year  1722?  That  there  was  a  fct  of  men  In 
die  country,  who  had  formed  a  defign  of  overturning  the  conftitu- 
tion  ;  that  they  had  agreed  to  go  to  the  Bank  and  the  Exchequer, 
and  plunder  them  of  all  the  money  they  might  find  in  thofe  places  ; 
and  that  they  had  held  traitorous  correfpondence  with  France,  from 
whom  they  folicited  the  affiftance  of  five  thoufand  men.  The  fo- 
cieties,  whofe  fedition  was  the  caufe  of  the  prefent  meafure,  had  no 
doubt  been  guilty  of  fimilar  intentions,  and  it  was  now  the  duty  of 
the  Houfe  to  do  as  our  anceftors  had  done  when  the  conftitution  was 
threatened. 

Mr.  CURWEN  was  of  opinion,  that  nothing  but  the  moft  ur- 
gent and  prefling  neceffity  could,  in  any  degree,  juftify  the  prefent 
meafure  ;  confequently,  if  the  MinilTer  was  in  poffeffion  of  any 
h&s  as  yet  kept  back,  which  he  conceived  could  induce  the  Houfe 
to  give  their  affent,  he  would  do  well  to  produce  them;  for  as  yet 
not  a  fliadow  of  neceffity  had  been  exhibited.  It  was  alfo,  in  his 
opinion,  highly  proper  that  the  country  at  large  fhould  be  allowed 
reafonable  time  to  judge  of  the  neceffity ;  and  he  was  convinced,  if 
that  were  the  cafe,  that  Houfe  would  have  their  table  covered  with 
addreffes  againft  the  meafure.  He  had  no  hefitation  in  faying,  that 
he  always  conceived  the  Minifter  had  been  deceiving  the  country 
^idi  falfe  and  ill-founded  alarms,  and  he  had  not  the  Icaft  doubt. 
If,  however,  it  could  be  proved  that  there  were  any  real  ground  to 
apprehend  danger,  and  a  delay  made  to-  allow  men  to  judge  of  that ; 
ot  if  the  bill,  inftead  of  unlimited  duration,  was  to  be  paffed  as  an 
experiment  for  a  Abort  period,  he  might  be  induced  to  give  his  af- 
fent. 

Mr.  BURTON  oppofcd  it,  on  the  ground  that  Magiftrates  had 
not  power  to  detain  perfons  who  were  fufpedled  of  being  guflty  of 
Vol.  XXXVIII.  Go 
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confpiracy  againft  the  State,  for  a  period  long  enough  to  gamine 
whether  they  were  guilty  or  not.  There  were  two  or.  three  perfons 
now  in  cuftody  on  fuch  a  chaigey  and  they  might  be  difchaiged,  in 
the  due  courf<p  of  law,  before  their  cafes  could  be  examined,  unleft 
the  Habeas  Corpus  ad  was  fufpended,  «       .. 

Mr.  BAKER  expreffed  his  regret  at  his  being  under  th^  neceffity 
of  difierine,  upon  the  prefent  occafion,  Jfiom  thofe  with  whom,  upon 
other  occalions,  he  felt  it  his  happinefs  to  coincide,  but  upon  thi^ 
important  crifis  he  could  not  refift  the.  cpnvidion  of  the:  n<*ceffity  of 
adopting  the  roeafure  propofed.     If  it  were  right  to  be  ad<^ed  at 
all,  no  n;ian  could  deny  it  ought  to  be  adopted  fpeedily..    Delay  was 
propofed  for  the  purpofe  of  confulting  the  faife  of  the  country  on  the 
fubjed.     Would  gentlemen  have  meetings  called  throu^iout  the 
l^ingdom  for  that  purpofe,  or  were  fuch  meetings  the  pnq)er  modeof 
deciding  upon  the  propriety  or  neceffity  of  mcafures,  which,  by  the 
confiitution  of  the  country,  are  entrufted  in  the  hands  of  the  Exe* 
cutive  Government  ?  In  differing,  however,  thus  from  gentlemen 
of  the  Oppodtipn,  he  begged  not  to  be  fuppofed  to  throw  theilighteil 
imputation  either  upon  their  principles  or  conduA,  both  of  whichi 
he  was  thorou^ly  convinced,  were  a£luated  by  the  pureft  motives. 
It  had  been  faid,  that  thefe  Societies,  taken  in  the  whole^  were 
comparatively  few  in  number  to  the  reft  of  the  country,  and  there- 
fore no  danger  was  to  be  apprehended  from  them.     But  would' it  be 
denied,  that  a  few  men,  of  dangerous  and  unprincipled  ^defigns, 
were  capable  of  fruftrating  the  beft  intentions  ;  and  in  fadt,  was  it 
not  owing  to  a  few  men  of  this  very  ^efcripticm,  whd  had  .wormed 
themfelves  into  thefe  Societies,  that  they  had  fallen  into  that  mif- 
conftrudHon  and  difrepute  that  we  now  found  them  labouring  under  f 
The  prefent  bill  was  founded  on  the  Report  of  a  Secret  Committee, 
appointed!  by  ballot  from  among  the  Members  of  that  Houfe ;  he 
admitted^  certainly,  that  it  would  have  been  better,  if  on  that  bal- 
lot the  choice  had  not  wholly  £dlen  upon  one  defcripdon  of  perfons, 
but  that  fonie  of  the  gentlemen  conftituting  the  Oppofition  had  been 
included  in  it.     Such  as  it  was,  however,  he  believed  the  indivi- 
dual$  of  it  to  be  men  of  honour ;  as  fuch,  he  could  not  but  give 
credit  to  their  Report ;  he  could  not,  therefore,  refiife  to  concut  in 
the  meafure  which  that  Report  feemed  fo  ftrongly .  to  call  for., 

Mr.  MILLAR  thought  th^  common  law  of'  the  land  quite  ade- 
,quate  to  the  correftion  of  the  evils  complained  of,  and  on  that  ac- 
|!OUip:|&this  extraordinary  meafure  was  unneceifary  ;  he  (hould  there- 
ibr£::^ote  for  the  adjournment. 

,,.;:^.  Serjeant  WATSON  declared,  he  was  glad  the  queftkmof 
preopients  had  been  fburted,  as  he  confidcred  one  precedents  where 


A.  1794.'  DEBATES.  283 

pra6Hce  and  prudence  were  found  united,  worth  a  hundred  aigu- 
ments  founded  on  theory.     The  prefcnt  fituadon  of  affairs  would  be 
found  to  juftify  die  intended  meafure  beyond  former  precedents,  in 
two  points  particularly ;  the  one,  that  the  confpirators  on  former 
occaiions  were  unlike  the  prefent  defcripdon,  men  of  c]prader  in 
other  refpefts,  independent  of  their  particular  ofience  ;  the  other, 
tfiat  their  objcd  was  not  like  the  prefent,  to  overturn  and  annihilate 
all  veftige  of  our  conftitution,  but  to  fubftitutc  one  family  in  the 
room  of  another,  in  one  particular  branch  of  the  Legiflature.     He 
pcrfcdtty  agreed  in  the  praifes  bellowed  upon  our  conftitution  ;  but 
he  did  not  therefore  agree  that  we  (hould  never  fufpend  any  part  of 
the  efleotials  of  it.     On  the  contrary,  he  was  decidedly  of  opinion, 
that  when  neceflity  called  for  it,  both  prudence  and  difcrction  de- 
manded that  we  (hould  rather  facrifice  a  part  for  a  time,  than  rifk 
the  lofs  of  the  whole  for  ever.     Conwinced  that  the  prefent  meafurc, 
if  adopted  at  all,  (hould  be  adopted  with  all  convenient  fpeed,  he 
gave  his  negative  to  die  motion  of  adjournment. 
The  Houfe  divided  ; 

For  the  adjournment,  37;    Againftit,  i6i. 
The  queftion  being  put,  "  That  this  bill  be  now  read  a  third 
time,'*    ' 

Mr.  GREY  maintained  that  the  plan  mentioned  in  the  Report^ 
was  not  accompanied  with  proof  that  bore  the  Minifter  out  in  his 
conclufion,  namely,  that  the  Habeas  Corpus  aS  ought  to  be  luf- 
pcnded,  in  order  to  check  thofe  proceedings,  and  prevent  the  ac- 
complifhmcnt  of  the  objeft  of  the  Societies  in  queftion.     He  objeft- 
ed  to  this  meafure,  becaufe  it  would  exempt  Minifters  entirely  from 
all  refponfibility.     It  would  be  the  leaft  of  two  evils,  to  allow  Mi- 
nifters to  aft  as  they  pleafed  fccredy  ;  becaufe  then,  if  they  proceed- 
ed to  violate  the  law,  without  or  againft  evidence,  they  would,  at 
Icaft,  be  adling  under  the  terror  of  impeachment ;  but  here  they 
were  to  be  permitted  to  proceed  without  aiiy  foundation  on  evidence, 
as  they  (hould  pleafe,  without  any  refponfibility  whatever.     The 
Committee  who  framed  this  Report,  had  been  appointed  by  ballot ; 
the  manner  in  which  they  were  chofen  did  not  deferve  the  name  of 
a  ballot.     He  differed  from  the  Committee  in  all  their  conclufions 
from  the  evidence  they  reported  ;  and  he  doubted  whether  all  the 
evidence  that  ought   to  be  before  the  Houfe,  was  before  it ;  the 
Committee  were  either  deceived  themfelves,  or  wifhed  to  deceive 
others  ;   and  an  attempt  was  now  made  to  make  the  Houfe  parties 
in  die  inipofturc.     Much  ftrefs  had  been  laid  upon  precedent ;  now, 
he  confeffed,  that   precedent  had  little   or  no  weight  with  him, 
^nft  principle ;  but  he  maintained  that  the  reafon  of  the  tiling, 
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even  according  to  precedent,  was  againft  the  prefent  meafure.     He 
tben  proceeded  to  take  a  view  of  all  the  precedents,  which  he  exa- 
mined minutely,  and  maintained  that  every  one  of  them  was  found- 
ed upon  much  better  evidence  than  the  ptefent  meafure  had  for  its 
foundation.     He  had  expreffed  a  doubt,  on  a  former  night,  whe- 
ther he  ihould  have  voted  for  the  fufpenfion  of  the  Habeas  Corpus 
adi,  even  on  the  evidence  that  had  been  offered  on  fome  former  oc- 
cafions,  had  he  been  a  Member  of  Parliament  then  ;  on  which  an 
obfervation  had  been  made,  which  was,  perhaps^  intended  to  infi- 
jiuate  that  he  fhould  not  then  be  fo  ready  as  he  ought  to  be,  any 
more  than  now,  to  lend  affiftance  to  Government  when  it  ftcod  in 
need  of  it.     Such  an  infinuation  deferved,  and  (hould  have  nothing 
but  contempt  from  him  :  he  (hould  have  done  then,  as  he  was  doing 
now,  difcharge  his  duty  confcientioufly,  widiout  being  at  any  pains 
to  inquire  what  intinuations  might  be  thrown  out  againft  him,  with 
a  view  to  injure  him  in  the  eftimation  of  the  Public,  by  afligning  to 
him  motives  which  he  difdained.      It  had,  in  the  courfe  of  the  de- 
bate  on  this  important  and  alarming  meafure,  been  faid,  that  it  was 
highly  improper  to  appeal  to  the  Public  for  their  fentiments  upon  it. 
This  was  not  very  confiftent  with  the  conduct  of  the  Minifter  on 
former  occafions.     Had  the  Houfe  forgotten,  the  Public   had  not 
forgotten,  how  the  Minifter  conduded  himfelf  on  the  affair  of  the 
armament  againft  Ruflia  ?     He  had  carried  on  his  meafure,  on  that 
occafion,  with  a  triumphant  majority  through  Parliament,  but  when 
he  found  the  public  voice  was  decidedly  againft  it,  he  had,  as  it  had 
been  emphatically  faid,   *'  dragged  his    parliamentary    majorities 
through  the  dirt,  and  relinquiftied  his  objedl,  becaufe  he  found  the 
people  were  againft  him.     What  was  the  conduct  of  the  Minifter  in 
the  year  1782,  when  his  pretended  fincerity  for  a  parliamentary  re- 
form had  been  defeated  in  that  Houfe,  by  a  motbn  for  the  order  of 
the  day  ?  He  had  abandoned  it  for  ever.     William  Pitt,  the  re- 
former of  that  day,  was  William  Pitt  the  profecutor,  aye,  and  per- 
fccutor  too,  of  reformers  now.     He  who  thought  it  fit  to  inflame 
the  paflions  of  the  people,  and  to  inftigate  them  to  a  contempt  for 
the  Houfe  of  Commons  then,  would  not  now  allow  the  people  to 
judge  of  their  own  rights  and  deareft  interefts,  but  perfecuted  with 
the  real  bitternefs  of  an  apoftate  his  own  partner  in  the  queftion  of 
parliamentary  reform.     He  had  this  very  day  bpen  examining  as  a 
prifoner  John  Home  Tooke,  for  perfevering  in  his  fentiments.— 
This  fame  William  Pitt,  who  had  once  taught  the  Public  to  be- 
lieve, that  nothing  honeft  was  to  be  expeded  from  the  Houfe  of 
Commons,  and  that  the  people  (hould  do  every  thing  for  themfelves, 
now  infifted  that  the  people  ihould  do  nothing  for  themfelves,  but 
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ftould  fiibmit  implicitly  to*  Ac  Houfe  of  Commonsy  the  right  even 
of  their  perfonai  freedom.     What  was  the  natural  inference  from 
all  this  ?  Why,  that  this  famous  reformer  only  wanted  to  obtain 
the  confidence  of  the  people,  in  order  to  betray  their  intereils,   and 
facrifice  their  rights-     What  were  thefe  afts  of  which  fuch  com- 
pl^ts  were  made  in  the  Report  of  the  Committee  of  Sccrefy  ?— 
Nothing  more  than  a  fet  of  people  had  exprefled  a  determination  to 
purfue,  by  legal  means,  the  objeft  of  pariiamentary  reform.     He 
knew  nothing  of  any  of  thofe  focieties,  except  from  report ;  he  was 
not  a  member  of  either  of  them  ;  he  had  even  difepproved  of  fomc 
of  their  plans  ;  but  this  was  not  a  time  for  him,  on  account  of  fome 
difference  of  opinion  upon  fpeculative  points,  to  abandon  them  to 
the  fury  of  their  apoftate  foe.     There  might  be  imprudence  in  fome 
of  their  meafures  ;  there  might  be  among  them,  men  of  defperate 
fortunes  and  finifter  purpofcs  ;  -  but  if  any  evils  had  arifen  from  the 
doQrine  of  applying  to  the  People,  inftead  of  applying  to  Parlia- 
ment, the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had  been  the  chief  caufe  of 
that  evil.     What  was  the  objeft  of  ihefe  people  f-— Their  oftenfible 
objedt,"  faid  the  Minifter,  "  is  parliamentary  reform ;  but  their 
real  objeft  is  the  deftrudion  of  the  Government  of  the  coutitry."— 
How  was  that  explained  ?   *'  By  the  refolutions,"  faid  the  Minifter, 
"  of  thefe  perfons  themfelves  ;  for  they  do  not  talk  of  applying  to 
Parliament,  but  of  applying  to  the  people  themfelves,  f6r  the  pur- 
pofe  of  obtaining-  a  parliamentary  reform."     If  this  language  be 
criminal,  faid  Mr.  Grey,  I  myfclf  am  one  of  the  greateft  criminals. 
I  fay,  that  from  the  Houfe  of  Commons  I  have  no  hope  of  a  par- 
liamentary reform  ;  that  I  have  no  hope  of  a  reform,  but  from  the 
people  themfelves  ;  that  this  Houfe  will  never  reform  itfelf,  or  de- 
ftroy  the  corruption  by  which  it  is  fupported,  by  any  other  means 
than  thofe  of  the  refolutions  of  the  people,  aftingon  the  prudence 
of  this  Houfe,  ani  on  which  the  people  ought  to  refolve  ;  this  they 
can  only  do  by  meeting  in  bodies.     This  was  the  language  of  the 
Minifter  in  1782,  but  I  do  not  know  what  his  fentiments  are  now  ; 
for  who  can  know  tlie  fcniimentsof  an  apoftate,  who  has  no  rule  for 
his  guidance  but  his  own  confcience  ?     Thefe  were  the  fentiments  of 
the  Duke  of  Richmond  at  this  time ;  but  he  accompanied  thefe  fen- 
timents with  a  plan  precifely  what  thefe  focieties  now  recommend, 
"  univerfal  fuffrage,  and  annual  reprefentation."     What  then  have 
thefe  perfons  done,  more  than  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  and 
the  Duke  of  Richmond  ?  And  what  has  been  difcovered  by  examin- 
ing the  fine  velvet  bag  which  the  Minifter  brought   into  the  Houfe 
in  fofolemn  a  manner  ?  Nothing,  but  what  every  body  knew  twelve 
years  ^o,  and  what  thefe  Societies  thought  fit  to  reprint  and  publifh 
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in  1794*     It  is  for  this  tlKit  the  Habeas  Corpus  aA  is  tobeCof* 
pendedy.  and  the  perfonal  lU>eity  of  eveiy  individual  in  the  king* 
dom  is  to  be  in  the  hands,  of  the  iking*s  Minifter.     In  cafes  of  ex* 
traorctinary:eineigencyy .  Mr;  Grey  allowed  that  the  Habeas  Corpus 
zGt  might  be  fufpen<ied ;  but^here  was  not  fufficicnt  caufe  made  out 
for  the  purpofe.     He  did  not  pretend  to  be  learned  in  the  law ;  but 
he  always  underftood»  that  nothing  but  overt  a£ts  were  legal  evidence 
of:  iptention.     Now  he  wifhed  to  know,  by  what  conftruftion  of 
ilaw  or  GOQimon  fenfe  it  was,  that  we  were  to  conclude  men  intended 
jwhat  they  did  not  profefs  ?  That  when  they  faid  they  meant  to  obtain 
a  parliamentary  reform  by  ccmftitutional  means,  they  intended  to 
ipuU  down  the  oonftitution  by  force  ?    The  law  afforded  means  to 
'puniih  thofe  who  aded  unjuftly,  and  that  ^*as  fufiicient  in  diis  cafe. 
iHe  was  fare,  that  if  this  meafure  was  fubmitted  to  the  people  at 
;large,  they  would  exprefs  their  abhorrence  of  it  in  fuch  a  manner, 
that  it  would  be  impoflible  to  pafs  it  even  through  that  Houfe.    But 
ifi]{^fing,  merely  for  the  fake  of  aigument,  that  thefe  Societies  were 
:idtH[)g^DOus*--was  this  Convention,  fo  much  talked  of,  likely  to  af- 
Umh]fi  fo  foon,  that  Government  would  be  unable  to  prevent  that 
^danger  i  Nothing  like  it ;  but  the  real  reafon  for  this  difpatch  was, 
.  Iheconvidtion  of  the  Minifter,  that  if  he  did  not  pafs  it  by  flealth, 
(  die  Public  would  not  fuffer  it  to  pafs  at  all !  He  was  induced  to  fay 
.  this,  becaufe  if  obfervations  of  diis  kind  were  not  made,  and  the 
•  public  attention  called  to  this  bulinefs,  a  blow  might  foon  be  ^ven, 
.  Ihat  would  defofoy  our  liberties  for  ever.     This  meafure  was  part  of 
.  that  fyilem  of  alarm  which  had  been  adopted  to  keep  the  Public  fiom 
feeing  their  real  fituation :  he  had  no  doubt,  that  when  this  bufinefs 
•came  to  be  parc^)erly  examined  by  the  Public,  zs^  very  foon  it  would, 
the  ideecfptioD.  would  be  difoovered,  and  thofe  who  endeavoured  to 
^^pofe  it  now,  by  qppofing  the  prefent  bill,  would  be  thanked  by  the 
Public  for  their  exertions.     Perhaps  the  Minifter  had  another  trick 
, .  to  play.     If  he  (hould  diflblve  Parliament  foon  after  this,  he  might 
;   pcffibly  derive  fomeadvantagfEi  for  a  time  by  it.     He  did  not  know 
V,  whach^r  this  was  his  intention  or  not.     It  might  be  the  remaining 
(iKiQk.hehad  to  play  ;  but  he  believed  it  would  be  the  laft  :  be  fliat 
>  ^  it  .piightji  he  had  done  his  duty  in  oppoiing  this  bill,  and  he  was 
'  ^x)aii4ent  he  had  laid  down  fufficicnt  groimd'for  rejedling  it.     As  a 
<   <5ontraft  to  the  prefent  bill,  and  the  manner  by  which  it  was  attcmpt- 
tr^  ed  to  be  palTed,  he  defired  that  the  proceedings  on  the  journals  of 
. ;  the  6th  of  February,   1679,  might  be  read ;  which  being  done, 

Mr*  CANNING  obferved,  that  the  precedents  adduced  by  the 
honourable  gentleman  at  the  oppofite  fide  of  the  Houfe,  referred  to 
what  bore  np,  analogy,  whatever  to  the  prefent  queftion  in  debate. 
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it  was  cunons^^  he  Cud,  10  remarrk  him  genflemen  fhifted  thdr 
gtoimdy  and  palled  over  thofe  precedents  wUch  were  in  pditt  agatitft 
Aeir  aiguments.  In  the  precedent  alluded  to,  of  1 7  22,  he  argued, 
thitt  His  Majefly 's  Minifters  had*  an  afn|>le  fupport  in  favour  of 
th^ir  maifure,  for  then  there  was  oidy  a  meflage  from  the  Crown^ 
but  at  pnefent  the  meflage  was  followed  up  foy  a  Secret  Comniitftee, 
Whofe  Report  evinced  the  neceffity  there  was  for  the  fufpenfion  of 
the  Habeas  Corpus  A&.  Good  God !  he  exclaimedi  how  then 
could  genitlcnidn  oppoTe  a  meafure  that  at  the  prefent  crifis  was  fo 
obvidnfl^  neceflary  ?  What,  he  a(ked,  was  the  Houfe  to  be  tdd 
that  thefe  focieties  had  no  correfpondence  with  foreign  enemies, 
vriiofe  obje6t  was  to  fubvert  and  overturn  the  Conftitution  ?  It  had 
been  ftated,  that  during  the  adminifbation  of  Walpole,  that  time 
was  g^ven  from  Chrifbnas  to  May  for  Meiribers  to  ftudy  the  fub« 
jed.  And.it  had  been  objeifted  to  that,  though  Minifters  were  in 
pofleflion  of  dieir  prefent  ii^mation  at  the  begtnmng  of  the  feffion,- 
dxy  did  not  think  proper  to  bring  forward  any  proportion  ton  the 
tridSrage  till  the  prefent  time*  This,  he  faid,  was  a  flimfy  »rgu» 
ment,  for  it  ftridtly  accorded  with  the  meafutes  adopted  at  that  pe- 
riod, ^  and' aded  agreeably  to  the  caution  ufed  by  our  ahceftorson  a 
findlar  occafion.  What  had  been  faid  of  the  precedent  of  1 777, 
wi^  not,'  he  contended,  a  cafe  in  pdnt,  but'  was  diametrically  op 
pofite  to  the  prelent  fubjed';  dierefore  what  gentlemen  had  dFercd 
on^  that  was,  in  his  mind,  in  a  great  meafure,  irrelevant.  It  was 
of  iii^dar  importance,  and  made  a  decided  difierence,  he  aigued ; 
thectrcumflance  of  a  Cohgrefs  having  afleraUed  in  America,  and  a 
National  Convention  being  called  t^  a  number  of  low  people,  to 
meet  in  the  veiry^eaxt  of  En^nd.  He  infifted  that  extraordinary 
mcaftires^  required-  eictraordinary  powerafbr  their  fuppreffion.  When 
precedenftd  made  for  gentlemen  on  the  o^fite  fide  of  the  Houfe^ 
they  were  .enfMoed  with  the  utmoft  enevgy,  ammation,  and  perti- 
nacity ;  but  when  they  made  agamft  them  they  were  fcouted  and 
reviled.  Thus  it  was  during  the*war ;  if  our  troops,  or  allies,  db* 
tained  a  victory,'  it  iams  immediately  faid,  that  this  was  no  unoont- 
moh  caufe,  and  Mras  a  thing  that  even  the  enemy  expe6ted ;  but  if 
any  fxilure  hs^ped^  it  wafs  magnified  immediately  into  a  defeat,  and 
the  mesifures  of  Grovemment^  and  the  cohduA  of  our  Commanders, 
wete  immediately  implicated.  He  was  willing,  he  faid,  to  grant 
them  either  argument ;  but  he  did  not  think  it  Candid  or  fair,  that 
td  ferve  di^r  dwn  purpofes,  that  Aey  Aiould  prey  upon  both.  He 
Would  net,  lie  faid>  argue  as  to  the  proof  of  the  danger  that  induced 
His  Majefty's  Minifters  to  fufpend  the  Habeas  Corpus  A6t,  the 
Rq)ort  of  Ac  Secret  Committee  juftified  the  meafure ;  and  he  was 
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Willing,  for  his  party  to  take  Ihe  word  of  GJovcmment.     It  was 
obferyed,  by  gentlemen,  that  if  time  were  given,  petitions  would 
crowd  from  all  parts  of  the  country,  and  cover  the  table  of  die 
Houfe ;  and  it  ha4  alfo  been  remarked  by  a  learned  Serjeant,  diat 
fuch  petitions  would  not  flow  from  the  people  legally  aifembled,  but 
from  thofe  very  perfons  whofe  condu6t  authorifed  the  prcfent  mea- 
fure  fubmitted  to  the  Houfe.     But  he  faid,  that  Jie  was  not  to  be 
intimidated  by  petitbns  from  any  quarter,  as  long  as  he  was  con- 
vinced that  he  acquitted  himfelf  juftly  as  a  Rcprefentative  of  the 
People,  for  the  benefit  of  his  country.     He  felt  himfelf,  fo  far,  in 
a  high  and  exalted  fituation,  paramount  to  any  fuch  confideration, 
and  as  long  as  he  exercifed  the  authority  delegated  to  him,  confiftent 
with  the  didtates  of  his  confcience,  he  was  not  .to  be  biafled  by  any 
inftruftions,  let  them  flow  from  whatever  quarter  they  may.     He 
then  adverted  to  the  conduft  of  Mr.  Pitt  on  a  parliamentary  reform ; 
what  he  thought  on  that  fuhjeft  now  fignified  but  little  to  the  queftion 
in  debate.    He  however  entertained  the  fame  opinions  with  his  right 
honourable  friend ;  he  fupported  him  in  thofe  opinions,  and  he 
agreed  with  him,  '^  that  though  fuch  a  reform  may  be  not  improper 
for  decilion  in  time  of  peace,  yet  it  was  not  a  propofition  that  ought 
to  be  agitated  in  times  of  tumult  and  ftomv."     This  was  nota  pe- 
riod when  gentlemen  ihould  take  a  partial  view  of  the  fubjed ;  they 
(hould  not  look  to  a  part,  but  the  whole.     There  were  fentiments 
which  he  would  hereafter  refume,  but  at  prefent  they  were  futile, 
and  unw(»thy  the  notice  of  any  gentleman,  and  fuch  as  ou^t  not, 
now,  to  be  intruded  on  the  Houfe.     If  Minifters  were  to  proceed 
in  this  bufinefs,  they  were  threatened  with,  the  vengeance  of  the 
people  by  gentlemen  repugnant  to  the  propofttions  of  Government, 
and  Parliament  was  menaced  with  a  diminution  of  its  numbers ; 
but  he  did  not  perceive  the  direful  confequenccs  that  would  refult  to 
the  country,  if  fuch  threats  were  carried*  into  execution.     He  was 
of  opinion,  that  any  fuch  feceflioa  would  be  counterbalanced  by  the 
good  that  muft  arife  to  the  nation  from  carrying  into  cS6A  the  judi- 
cious meafure  fubmitted  to  die  coniideration  of  die  Houfe.     As  to 
the  people,  he  had  a  better  opinion  of  their  good  fenfe,  than  thofe 
who  fuppofed  that  they  could  not  difiingui(h  their  friends ;  they  had 
been  tried  by  the  fubfcriptions  propofed  by  Minifters;  and  however 
that  meafure  was  decried,  it  was  found  their  piilCb  beat  in  perfect 
iinifon  with  that  of  Government.    He  concluded  by  obferving,  that 
however  he,  with  his  friend,  may  be  threatjened  with  fecefiions  in 
the  Houfe,    and  diilurbances  abroad,    yet  they  would  never  be 
bK>ught  to  confider  tbemfelves  as  Ambai&dors  from  foreign  States; 
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but  Aiould  continue  to  know  and  feel  their  own  dignity^  and  wait 
for  the  fubfequent  approbation  of  the  people. 

Mn  LAMBTON  remarked,  that  in  1722,  Sir  Robert  Wal- 
pole  had  dated  to  the  Houfe,  that  the  difaffefled  of  that  period  had 
applied  to  a  foreign  power  for  5000  men,  whereas  nothing  of  that 
kind  was  now  pretended.  The  Pretender  too  was  to  have  been 
proclaimed  in  a  few  days,  but  we  have  not  heard  that  in  the  prefent 
cafe  any  proclamation  of  republicanifm  is  to  be  made.  It  was  per- 
feftly  confiftent  in  Mr.  Grey,  he  thought,  to  argue  on  precedent, 
though  denying  its  authority,  as  it  was  the  only  argument  to  which 
the  other  fi<le  feemed  difpofed  to  attend.  He  denied  that  he  had 
admitted  the  lead  degree  of  danger  exifted  ;  all  he  had  faid  was,  that 
he  believed  there  might  be  men  in  the  country  of  bad  intentions 
and  defpcrate  views.  Their  number  and  influence  he  had  thought 
very  infigmficant.  To  the  Friends  of  the  People  he  had  belonged, 
ai\d  (hould  continue  to  belong  while  they  adhered  to  laudable  and 
conftitutional  principles. 

Mr.  BAKER  declared,  that  he  too  had  belonged  to  the  Society 
of  the  Friends  of  the  People,  as  long  as  he  could  adhere  to  them 
with  fafety. 

Mr.  COURTENAY  complimented  Mr.  Canning  on  the  briU 
liant  difplay  of  abilities  he  had  again  exhibited,  and  congratulated 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  on  having  procured  fuch  an  able 
and  honourable  apologift.  What  could  be  more  ingenious  than  the 
defence  of  his  honourable  friend — "  Certainly,"  fays  he,  "  my 
friend  is  an  apoftate,  but  then  I  am  an  apoft^te  too ;  — certainly," 
fays  he,  with  equal  truth  and  ingenuoufnefs,  "  he  has  apparently 
incurred  fome  difgrace  by  receding  from  his.  former  principles,  and 
defcrting  his  former  profeflions — ^but  have  not  I  done  the  fame  ? 
and  I  now  plainly  and  un«quivocally  aflcrt,  that  if  ever  my  honour- 
able friend  returns  to  his  former  opinions,  I  will  re-afTume  mine." 
Can  any  thing  be  more  ingenious  than  this  defence  P — Can  any 
thing  be  more  charaderiftical — can  any  thing  fliew  a  more  implicit 
and  devoted  attachment  ? — But  veering,  whiffling,  (hifting  charac- 
ters,— that  adopt  the  whim,  caprice,  morals,  or  principles  of  their 
patrons,  have  not  been  unobferved,  either J^y  politicians  or  poets  ;— 
Pope,  for  in&mce,  defcribes  fuch  a  charafter  accurately— 

**  Like  fome  vile  Ilraw,  that's  whirlM  by  cv'ry  blaft, 
"  And  carry 'd  off  in  fome  dog's  tail  at  kfi." 

But,  Mr.  Courteriay  added,  he  dlfclaimed  any  perfonal  allufion, 
and  confined  himfelf  merely  to  general  obfervations.     He  (hould 
^ow  claim  the  indulgence  of  the  Houfe  for  a  few  minutes  on  the 
Vol.  XXXVIIl.  Pp 
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qiidtioAimmediately  before  them.  The  bill  now  introduced  by 
His  Majefty's  Minifters  was  neither  foimded  on  juftice,  pcrficy,  <x 
reafon.  It  was  calculated  to  fpread  ^ifalfe  alarm  among  the  people ; 
to  dcftroy  all  fixial  intercourfe  bctvirccn  nnin  and  man ;  and  to  maltc 
terror  ^rtd  opprcflion  the  main  engines  of  the  Britiih  Government. 
Me  was  furprifed  how  eyen  His  Majefty's  Minifters  had  eflfrontery 
enou^  to  adc^  meafures  which  they  fo  much  reprobated  in-a  ndgh- 
bouring  country  ;  for  certainly  the  fame  aibitrary  meafures  had  been 
^lopted  by  Barrcre  and  Roberfpiere,  who,  when  they  faw  their 
power  and  authority  diminifhing,  inftantly  fabricated,*?!  plot,  which 
they  fubmitted  to  a  refpedablc  Committee  of  Safety,  perhaps  tmpar- 
Hatty  chofen  by  ballot ;  before  whofe  abfolut^  authority  the  vidiras 
of  their  didike  or  difapprobation  were  immediately  feorificed.— So 
fer  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  precifely  fdlowed  their  cxam- 
pk ;  the  qualities  of  a  great  Minifter  were  Emulation  and  diffimu- 
hdon.     [Here  he  was  called  to  order  by  the  Speaker.] 

Sir  GEORGE  HOWARD  obferved,  that  he  was,  perhaps,  the 
cldeft  Member  of  the  Houfe,  and  was  of  opinion^  that  all  perfon- 
ality  was  irrelevant  to  the  fubjedl  of  debate.  ' 

Mr.  Chancellor  PITT  faid,  he  was  willing  to  wave  the  point 
of  cn-der,  as  far  as  he  was  perfonally  concerned ;  for  nothii^  tiiat 
the  honourable  gentleman  could  fay  could  poffibly  offend  him. 

The  SPEAKER  faid,  it  could  not  be  fuppofed  that  he  had  in- 
terrupted the  honourable  Member  <m  any  idea  of  what  m^t  be  the 
perfonal  feelings  6[  any  gentleman,  but  becaufe  he  thought  he  was 
going  beyond  the  eftablifhed  rules  of  debate. 

Mr.  COURTENAY  faid,  that  if  the  honouraWe  General  had 
allowed  him  to  finifh  his  fentcnce,  he  would  have  been  Iparcd  Ac 
mortification  of  hearing  his  rebuke.  He  intended  to  have  iaid,  that 
the  profound  fagacious  Lord  Bacon  reckoned  fimulation  and  diiUmu- 
lation  among  the  indifpenfable  qualities  of  a  great  Minifter ;  and 
who  could  deubt  that  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  pdTcffed 
every  neceflary  quality  to  conftitute  one  ?  From  an  unbounded  con- 
fidence in  him,  the  Houfe  might  think  it  proper  to  truft  the  Exe- 
cutive Power  with  the  extraordinary  and  unconflitutional  power 
vefted  in  the  Crown  by  this  bill ; — but  let  us  confider  the  danger 
of  fuch  a  precedent.  At  fome  future  period,  we  may  have  a  Mi- 
nifter in  this  country,  the  adroit  in  fimulation  and  diffimulation,. 
yet  of  more  cuninng  than  wifdom ;  more  famed  for  cvafivc,  fpccious 
declamation,  than  fdjr  precifion  in  argument,  and  that  energetic,  manly 
clcquence  that  reaches  the  heart  by  convincing  the  underftanding ; 
whofe  fole  and  paltry  ambition  is,  to  maintain  himfelf  in  power,  at 
one  time  by  deceiving  and  cajoling  the  people ;  and,  at  another 
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dmcy  by  a  mean  and  iibjcSt  fubferviency  to  the  Ctown;  whofe 
colleagues  in  office  are  either  diftingui(hed  for  their  incapacity,  or  for 
an  ingenuous,  good-humoured  indifference  to  public  opinion,  and 
qually  di  veiled  of  all  party  attachment,  public  fpirit,  and  pditical 
princijde. 

At  former  periods,  when  the  Habeas  Corpus  A6t  was  fufpendcdi 
the  neceffity,  the  danger  was  apparent  and  imminent.    In  the  reign 
of  King  William,  when  the  people  exercifed  that  fovcreignty  flill 
▼efted  in  a  free  pec^le,  to  depofe  one  King,  and  choofe  another,—* 
when  bigots  and  zealots  preached  up  paffive  obedience  and  non* 
refiftance,  and  *^  the  divine  right  of  Kings  to  govern  wrong «"  and 
on  this  bafe  and  d^rading  modve  (till  adherol  to  the  abdicated 
Prince.     When  James  was  afTifted  by  the  moft  powerful  and  am-» 
bitious  Monardi  in  Europe-— at  fuch  a  period,  n^  to  have  fufpended 
the  Habeas  Ccvpus  A6t  would  have  endangered  the  rights  and  li-> 
berties  of  the  people,  and  have  been  the  extreme  of  political  folly. 
In  the  reigns  of  Geoige  the  Firft  and  Sec(»id,  when  fewo  rebellions 
menaced  and  (hook  the  Houfe  of  Brunfwick  on  the  throne,  and  half 
the  gentry  of  England  were  inveterate  Jacobites  and  Tories,  the 
Legiflatuie  then  were  adtuated  by  the  fame  neceffity,  and  a£ted  on 
the  fame  principle.     In  tl^e  late  American  war,  the  Habeas  Corpus 
Ad  was  again  fufpended.     But  at  that  time,  the  Americans  were 
Kpcatedly  termed  rebels  by  the  votes  and  afts  of  both  Houfes  of 
Parliament ;  and  a  confiderable  number  in  this  country  openly  and 
decidedly  avowed  their  approbation  of  the  fpiritcd  and  noble  exer- 
tions of  our  colonies  to  vindicate  and  affert  their  rights  and  privi- 
leges by  thc'fword.     Mr.  Courtenay  owned  he  was  proud  to  have 
always  entertained  the  fame  fentiments — fentiments  and  exertions 
by  which  Britifh  freedom  was  obtained,  and  by  which  it  muft  be 
ever  fupported — ^Yet,  even  at  this  period,  a  claufe  was  inferted  in 
the  bill,  by  which  the  efficacy  of  the  Habeas  Corpus  A&  was  fUU 
preferved ;  and  Englifhmen  were  flill  permitted  to  enjoy  that  inva- 
luable blcfTing. 

But  under  what  circumftances,  added  Mr.  Courtenay,  is  the 
prefent  bill  introduced  ? — An  impartial  and  Secret  Committee  of 
alarmifts  are  chofen  by  ballot,  and  the  names  of  the  Members  arc 
known  before  the  eleflion  is  made.  As  individuals,  many  of 
them  diftinguUhed  by  their  virtues  and  talents,  but  all  actuated  by 
the  fame  fpirit  of  alarm,  and  influenced,  perhaps,  by  the  art  of 
thofe  whofe  aim  and  intereft  it  is  to  deceive  and  terrify  the  people, 
by  plots  and  confpiracies,  which  did  not  even  exift  in  their  own 
imagination.  This  Committee  of  Safety,  after  feveral  days  of  deep 
and  fagacious  invefttgation,  had  produce^  a 'wonderful  report;— 
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plainly  evincing  to  the  whole  kingdom,  that  a  few  obfcure  indivi- 
duals had  met  at  fundry  alehoufes  in  the  metropolis  and  elfewhere, 
and,  over  a  pipe  and  a  pot  of  porter,  had  planned  a  moft  dangerous 
confpiracy  to  overturn  the  Conftitution  in  Church  and  State,  by 
wickedly  and  malicioirily  devifing  and  promoting  a  Reform  in  Par- 
liament. But  the  plot  (hould  be  marked  on  the  Journals  of  the 
Houfe,  as  almanac-makers  fometimes  marked  an  eclipfe  of  tiie  fun, 
on  fuch  a  day  invijihle. 

The  greateft  political  writer  of  this  or  any  other  age,  whofe  ge- 
nius has  enlightened  mankind,  and  whofe  eloquence  has  fpread  the 
fame  of  the  Englifh  Conftitution  through  every  nation  in  Europe— 
the  celebrated  author  of  the  Spirit  of  Laws — he,  amidft  the  nobleft 
f  ulogium  on  this  palladium  of  our  liberties,  the  pride  and  boaft  of 
Britons — the  Habeas  Corpus  A61 ; — ^he  even  doubts,  whether,  on 
any  emergency,  on  any  flate  neceffity,  it  (hould  ever  be  fufpended ; 
yet,  he  modeftly  adds,  the  prad^ice  of,  the  freeft  and  the  wifeft  people 
on  earth  make  me  doubt  my  own  judgement  in  this  inftance.  To 
the  manly  fpirit  of  our  anceftors  we  are  indebted  for  this  blefling ; 
the  generous  and  turbulent  fpirit  of  Engliflimen  extorted  this  fecu- 
rity,  the  palladium  of  our  rights  and  liberties  from  the  grafp  of 
tyranny  ;  it  was  interwoven  with  the  original  frame  of  our  Con- 
ftitution. 

Mr.  Courtcnay  next  adverted  to  the  hand-bill,  which  he  received 
coming  down  to  the  Houfe,  which  had  been  circulated  with  great 
induftry,  as  one  of  the  mean  expedients  ufed  to  deceive  and  inflame 
the  people.     It  was  entitled—- 

**  Treason!  Treason!  Treason! 

*'  England's  danger  and  deliverance ! — Being  a  circumftantial  account 
of  the  deep  and  defperate  plots  lately  difcovcred  for  delivering  up  the 
l^uke  of  York,  and  all  the  Britilh  and  allies  into  the  hands  of  the  French, 
to  be  cut  to  pieces."  .       .     ,  ^^ 

ft  ■ 

Such  are  the  wretched  expedients  to  which  His  Majefty's  Minifters 
arc  reduced  to  fupport  and  circulate  reports  of  plots  and  confpiraciesl 
But  it  has  been  alledged,  that  fuch  is  the  moderation  and  huma- 
nity  of  Adminiftration,  that  this  extraordinary  power  may  be  fafely 
entrufted  to  their  difcretion.  Fa£ts  are  the  beft  criterion  : — What 
degree  of  tendernefs,  what  degree  of  humanity,  did  Meffrs.  Palmer 
and  Muir  receive,  in  the  execution  of  their  fentence,  from  the  Mi- 
nifters  ?  Men  oif  refpedability  and  character, — gentlemen  who  had 
received  as  good  an  education  as  any  in  that  Houfe.  He  had  un- 
doubted and  authentic  information  in  his  pofleflion  of  the  indulgence 
and  humanity  of  Minifters  with  refpeft  to  thefe  gentlemen.     He 
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^ould  not  have  received  it,  he  would  not  have  credited  it  from  pub- 
lic report ; — the  infornration  he  would  give  the  Houfe  ihould  b^ 
from  the  original  letters,  which  he  had  copied  himfelf.  Mr.  Pal- 
mer writes  tlius,  from  the  Surprifcy  Portfmouth,  March  6th: 

**  I  am  naturally  chearful,  and  fupported  by  the  approbation 'of  my 
own  mind,  I  am  not  inclined  to  dei'pondency — but,  m  truth,  I  have 
ibme  fears  for  my  health.  By  the  humbled  petitions  and  remondrances, 
we  were  laved  from  being  locked  down  with  the  felons,  and  are  permitted 
to  be  in  the  fame  little  room  with  twelve  foldiers  going  out  to  Botany 
Bay :  but  this  being  in  the  galley  part  of  the  (hip,  is  pepetually  flooded^ 
and  always  damp.  The  provilions  are  very  bad,  and  very  fcanty.  I 
wifh  I  may  be  able,  at  my  time  of  life,  to  withftand  thefe  united  caufes 
of  ill  health,  together  with  the  influence  of  climate." 

He  again  writes,  March  8  th : 

**  By  the  particular  orders  of  Mr.  Dundas  wc  were  to  be  put  amonp 
the  other  convi6ls,  and  no  diftindtion  made.  It  was  only  by  earneft 
entreaties,  and  the  proffered  furety  of  the  Serjeant,  that  we  are  permitted 
to  be  in  the  fame  cabin  with  fourteen  foldiers»  going  out  to  Botany  Bay* 
Seventeen  of  us  ilcep  in  this  hole ;  the  grating  of  which  is  locked  at 
night.    The  (hip  is  fo  excedively  crowded,  that  exercife  is  impoflible.*' 

Mr.  Courtenay  faid,  he  only  introduced  this  circumftance  to  (hew 
what  we  might  expeft  from  Minifters  exerci(ing  a  difcretionaiy 
power.  He  did  not  invidioufly  mean  to  throw  any  imputation  on 
the  right  honourable  Secretary  of  State.  In  his  private  capacity  he 
fincerely  believed  him  both  humane  and  generous.  But  in  his  official 
charadler,  reafons  of  State,  perhaps,  might  have  induced  him,  con- 
trary to  his  natural  propenfity,  to  execute  the  rigour  of  the  Scotch 
law,  againft  fuch  feditious  delinquents  as  Meffrs.  Muir  and  Palmer, 
who  had  daringly  followed  the  example  of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer to  bring  about  a  parliamentary  reform.  Inquifitors  had 
been  known  to  weep  when  they  condemned  an  heretic  to  the  flames, 
but  this  milk  of  human  kindnefs  had  not  mitigated  the  cruelty  of  the 
fentence.  The  only  adt  of  kindnefs  Me(rrs.  Muir  and  Palmer  had 
experienced  was  from  that  humanity  which  was  the  charafteriftic  of 
a  Britifh  foldier,  but  not  always  of  a  Briti(h  Minifter. — What !  were 
we  to  hold  our  perfonal  liberty  at  the  difcretion  of  Minifters  ?  —And 
we  were  told  they  were  men  of  fuch  gentle,  virtuous  difpolitions, 
that  they  would  not  abufe  their  power ! 

No  5  Engliftimen  (hould  difdain  to  hold  their  rights  and  fran- 
chifes  by  any  other  fecurity  than  the  laws  and  Conftitution  of  their 
country.  On  this  principle,  he  (hould  give  every  po(rible  oppo(ition 
to  a  bill  fubverlive  of  freedom  ;  a  bill  vefting  an  arbitrary  power  in 
the  CroVn,  ^nd  introduced  by  men,  for  whom,  as  Minifters,  be 
|iad  the  utmoft  contempt. 
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Mr.  Secretary  DUND AS.     I  feel  it  neccffary  to  take  notice  of 
the  chaxges  brou^t  by  the  honourable  gentleman  who  has  laft  fpoLsn, 
and  I  truft  to  be  able  to  prove  that  no  imputation  whatever  can  pof- 
fibly  lie  with  refpcS  to  Government.     As  to  what  relates  indivi- 
dually to  myfelf,  it  would  not  be  becoming  at  the  period  of  life  to 
which  I  have  arrived  to  anfwer  in  my  own  juftification.     Thofe 
who  know  me  will  be  beft  capable  to  judge  how  far  I  am  a  perfon 
likely  to  be  guilty  of  any  abufe  of  power,  or  unneceffary  fevcrhy- 
It  cannot  be  required  of  me  to  vindicate  my  charafter  from  an  im- 
putation of  inhumanity.     Before  the  honourable  gentleman,  hovir- 
cvcr^  brought  fuch  a  charge,  it  would  have  perhaps  been  more 
candid  in  him,  and  more  confident  with  a  regard  for  truth,  to  have 
inquired  into  the  reality  of  the  faft  on  which  the  charge  was 
founded,   and  to  have  waited  for  an  anfwer.     Such  a  conduA 
would  furely  have  been  more  becoming  in  him,  and  more  juft  with 
refped  to  me,  than  to  have  indulged  in  cenfure  and  animadveriion 
before  he  had  afcertained  that  the  ia6t  itfelf  was  well  founded.    In 
thi^  inftance  the  honourable  gentleman  feems  rather  to  have  con- 
fulted  the  acrimony  of  his  own  temper,  than  that  regard  for  truth 
which  ought  to  be  obfervcd  in  whatever  relates  to  the  charadlcr  of 
another.     I  can  now  affure  him  that  the  circumftance  which  he 
lias  related  is  an  abfolute  falfehood.     I  never  did  give  any  direction' 
with  refpe<5t  to  the  treatment  afcribed  to  my  interference.     It  ncvar 
could  be  my  wifli  to  treat  with  feverity  the  unfortunate  men  to  whofc 
cafe  he  has  alluded.      I  was  indeed  applied  to  in  their  behalf  by 
others  who  interefted  themfelves  in  their  fete.     My  anfwer  was, 
and  the  gentleman  to  whom  it  was  made  will  bear  teftimoiiy  for  me, 
that  if  it  was  poflible  for  me,  in  the  difcharge  of  my  duty,  in  con- 
fequence  of  their  conne6tions,  education,  and  rank  in  life,  to  (hew 
them  any  favour,  or  treat  them  with  any  peculiar  di{lin£ticn,  I 
would  do  it  with  the  utmoft  chearfulnefs.    Thofe  friends  themfelves 
found  upon  inquiry,  tliat  it  was  not  poflible  for  me,  in  the  difcharge 
of-  my  official  duty,  fo  to  do ;  and  thus  the  matter  ended.    The  ho- 
.  nourable  gentleman  has  faid,  that  their  humbleft  petitions  for  mercy 
were  difre^rded.      I  deny  that  any  petition  for  mercy  was  ever 
prefented  by  either  of  thofe  unfortunate  men.     One  petition  was 
indeed  prefented  (by  Palmer),  which  I  tranfmitted  to  His  Majefty, 
ftating  the  illegality  of  his  fentente  in  dire<ft  terms,  and  praying  re- 
drcfs,  but  not  one  word  did  it  contain  with  refpe<ft  to  an  appeal  for 
mercy.     I  have  likewife  underftood  that  a  gentleman  in  town  W2ls 
requefted  by  the  parents  of  one  of  them  (Muir)  to  interfere  in  or- 
der to  render  his  fituation  in  the  voyage  as  comfortable  as  poffiblc, 
and  fupply  him  with  whatever  accommodations  he  might  want.    But 
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when  the  gentleman^  in  compliance  with  this  requeft,  went  on  board 
the  hulk  to  inform  Muir  of  the  fteps  which  he  had  taken  in  his  fa- 
vour, inftead  of  acknowledging  his  attention,  he  was  exceedingly 
difpleafed,  aiked  **  what  right  he  or  his  parents  had  to  interfere  in 
order  to  procure  any  mitigation  of  the  hardlhips  of  his  fentence  ? 
tdd  him  that  he  gloried  in  his  fuflerings,  as  he  was  confcious  of 
having  incurred  them  in  the  difchai]ge  of  his  duty ;  diat  if  what  he 
had  done  was  fUU  to  do,  and  he  had  all  the  confequences  before  his 
eyes,  he  would  do  it  over  again  ;  and  that  his  prefent  (ituation,  in- 
ftcad  of  being  to  him  matter  of  regret  and  complaint,  was,  on  the 
contrary,  only  matter  of  fatisfa<Aion  and  triumph."     The  gentle- 
man, in  confequcnce  of  this  mode  of  talking,  naturally  concluded 
that  he  was  li^t-headed,  but  had  afterwards  reafon  to  fuppofe  that 
his  brain  might  have  been  turned  by  the  vifits  of  fome  iHu(hious 
perfons,  who  had  no  doubt  encouraged  him  in  the  notions,  which  he 
entertained  with  rcfped  to  his  condu<ft  and  (ituation.     Such  is  the 
flatc  of  the  cafe ;  but  that  I  Ihould  have  been  guilty  of  any  wanton 
or  unneccffary  a£l  of  feverity  is,  what,  I  truft,  none  who  know  tpc 
will  be  inclined  to  believe :  and  I  defy  any  one  to  produe  any  in- 
ftance  in  the  whole  of  my  official  condud,  in  which  I  have  abufcd 
any  difcretionary  privilege  vefted  in  me,  as  a  reafon  why  fuch  pri- 
vilege fliould  not  be  granted  in  a  feafon  of  emergency  to  the  Exe- 
cutive Government  of  this  country.— I  fhall  now  fay  a  few  words 
widi  rcfped  to  the  immediate  queftion  before  the  Houfe.     It  has 
been  chiefly  argued  on  the  ground  of  precedent,  and  it  has  been 
contended,  that  no  inftance  can  be  produced  in  our  hiftory  in  which 
the  Habeas  Corpus  A6t  has  been  fufpended  in  circumftances  cxadHy 
iimilar  to  the  prefent.     It  certainly  is  exceedingly  difficult  to  find 
any  two  fituations  in  which  all  the  circumftances  are  exa(5lly  fimilar. 
But  if  we  refl  the  queftion  on  the  general  ground  of  precedent,  what 
do  we  find  ?  In  the  prefent  infbnce  it  is  afferted  that  the  fufpenfion 
of  the  Habeas  Corpus  Aft  is  tantamount  to  a  complete  fubverfion 
of  our  free  ConftitutJon,  and  an  introduSion  of  a  fyftem  of  defpot- 
xfm.     Do  the  gentlemen  forget,  or  have  tliey  never  learned,  that 
fince  the  Revolution  the  Habeas  Corpus  Aft  has  been  no  lefs  than 
nine  times  fufpended,  and  that  thefe  fufpenfions  have  taken  place 
durii^  the  befl  times,  iind  under  the  beft  Adminiftrations,     Thcfc 
fufpenfions  have  been  introduced  not  for  the  fubverfion  of  the  Con- 
fHtution,  but  for  its  fcciyity.     All  the  various  Parliaments  who  fat 
during  the  different  periods,  have  concurred  in  adopting  them  with- 
out conceiving  that  they  thereby  overturned  the  Conftitution  of  the 
country.     Without,  thorefore,  any  reference  to  particular  periods, 
have  we  not  a  right  to  contend  ihat  no  fudi  idea  was  attached  to 
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the  fufpcnfion  of  the  Habeas  Corpus  Aft  ?  It  was  fufpended,  as  I 
have  already  ftated,  no  lefs  than  nine  times,  and  has  any  man  or 
any  hiftorian  ever  affertcd,  that  the  confequence  was  found  to  be 
injurious  to  the  Conftitution  ?  On  the  contrary,  have  not  the  liber- 
ties  of  our  Government,  and  the  rights  of  the  fubjed,  exifted  in 
full  force  fubfequently  to  thefe  fufpenfions,  and  flourilhed  as  much 
as  at  any  former  period  ?  With  refpeft  to  the  danger  being  greater 
at  the  time  of  thofe  precedents,  than  any  which  we  have  to  appre- 
hend in  the  prefent  moment,  I  declare  that  whether  I  look  to  the 
year  1715  or  1745,  or  any  other  period  of  fufpenfion,  I  would 
much  rather  meet  the  force  of  a  foreign  enemy  or  an  open  rebellion, 
than  have  to  counteract  the  fccret  poifon  of  domeftic  incendiaries. 
Taking,  therefore,  the  queftion  upon  the  general  ground  of  prece- 
dents, we  (hall  find  the  experience  of  fads,  and  the  uniform  tefti- 
mony  of  hiftory,  to  be  in  our  favour,  and  fhall  be  able  to  draw  the 
conclufion,  that  not  only  has  the  fufpcnfion  of  the  Habeas  Corpus 
A6V,  in  times  of  emei^ncy,  never  been  regarded  in  the  light  in 
which  it  is  now  attempted  to  be  held  up,  but  never  has  been  in 
any  infi:ance  found  to  be  produd^ve  of  thofe  dreadful  confequences 
with  which  we  are  now  threatenec}.  But  it  has  been  argued,  that 
the  men  againft  whom  this  meafure  is  taken,  are  men  of  no  pro- 
perty, no  rank  or  eftimation  in  life,  and  therefore  not  worthy  of 
notice.  But  let  us  look  to  what  is  the  cafe  in  a  neighbouring 
country.  What  defcription  of  men  are  there  found  to  be  now 
placed  at  the  helm  of  aflFairs  ?  are  they-thofe  who  formerly  poffeffed 
rank,  property,  and  eftimation  t  and  will  it  be  contended  from  their 
example,  that  fuch  only  can  be  dangerous  to  a  State  ?  On  the  con- 
trary, will  not  a  very  difltrent  conclufion  be  formed,  and  the  nc- 
ceflity  be  perceived,  of  crufhing  the  beginning  of  mifchief,  however 
obfcure  the  quarter  from  which  it  originates  ?  The  Report  lays  be- 
fore the  Houfe  the  fifnple  fadl  that  evinces  the  neceffity  of  the  pre- 
fent meafure.  What  is  their  language  t  It  is  conveyed  in  one 
refolution,  that  the  country  ought  to  perfevere  in  the  meafures  for 
a  reform,  whether  with  or  without  the  concurrence  of  Parliament : 
and  how  was  this  fentiment  to  be  followed  up  ?  They  had  actually 
determined  on  calling  a  Convention,  for  the  purpofe  of  fettling  a 
plan  of  reform,  on  the  principle  of  univerfel  fuffrage  and  annual 
Parliaments.  Can  fuch  a  Convention  exift  in  this  country,  with- 
out diredlly  ftriking  at  the  root  of  the  Conftitution,  and  undermining 
the  authority  of  the  three  branches  of  the  Legiflature  ?  Such  a  Con- 
vention, if  allowed  to  be  followed  up,  has  a  diredl  tendency  to  in- 
troduce that  fyftem  of  anarchy  and  confufion,  with  all  their  attend- 
ant evilS;  of  which  a  neighbQuring  country  has  afforded  fo  fatal  an 
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example.    With  rcfpc6l  to  the  credit  due  to  the  Report  of  the  Com- 
mittee, it  has  been  faid  to  reft  upon  the  authority  of  one  individual : 
the  allufion  there  is  evident  to  my  right  honourable  friend  (Mr. 
Pitt) ;  but  I  really  cannot  fee  how  any  objecSion  can  be  brought  for- 
ward to  that  Report,  as  refting  on  the  authority  of  one  individual, 
which  docs  not  equally  apply  to  the  whole  of  the  twenty-one,  who 
were  certainly  equally  concerned  in  the  inveftigation,  and  muft  be 
equally  refponfible  for  the  manner  in  which  it  has  been  conducted. 
I  have  had  no  beiitation  in  declaring  my  opinion,  that  a  Conven- 
tion for  the  purpofe  of  obtaining  univcrfal  fuifrage  and  annual  Par- 
liaments, muft  have  been  fubvcrfivc  of  the  Conftitution,  and  fol- 
lowed by  a  fyftem  of  anarchy  and  confufion.     But  here  I  am  told, 
that  the  fame  objeds  were  formerly  fupported  by  niy  right  honour- 
able friend   (Mr.  Pitt).      On  what  occafion  did  he  appear  as  the 
advocate  of  univerfal  fufFrage,  and  of  annual  Parliaments  r  On  the 
contrary,  his  opinion  was  always  in  direft  oppofition  to  thefe  mea- 
fures,  and  he  even  brought  forward  a  diftinft  propofition,  difclaim- 
ing  that  he  had  any  fuch  intentions  in  view.     But  here  the  honour- 
able gentlenian  reforts  to  the  Duke  of  Richmond,  wliofe  authoiity 
they  arc  always  fo  fond  of  quoting  whenever  it  is  in  their  favour, 
however  little  deference  they  may  pay  to  his  general  opinions,  or 
whatever  want  of  delicacy  they  may  ftiew  in  their  attacks  upon  his 
public  character.      If  his  Grace  had  been  a  friend  to  fuch  a  mea- 
fure  at  one  time,  it  only  proyes  that  a  very  wife  man  might  en- 
tertain a  very  foolifli  notion.    The  great  objecSlion  to  the  propofition 
of  univcrfal  fufFrage  was,  that  it  was  ^  do6lrine  entirely  impradi- 
cable.     Gentlemen  may  indulge  in  fpeculations  and  theoretic  plans 
of  reform  in  their  clofets,  even  while  they  are  fenfible  that  they  are 
fuch  as  cannot  be  ferioufly  carried  into  eSe6t.      From  fuch  fpecula- 
tions they  may  derive  amufement,  but  it  is  not  therefore  to  be  fup- 
pofed  that  they  would  at  all  events  rifle  the  haxard  of  attempting  to 
introduce  them  into  praftice.     Will  the  Duke  of  Richmond,  or ' 
3ny  man  who  wiflies  well  to  the  countrj^,  bring  forward  fuch  a 
propofition  as  that  of  univerfal  fufFrage,  or  annual  Parliament's,  at 
the  prcfent  moment  of  alarm  and  danger,  when  it  might  lead  to  all 
thefe  fatal  confequences  which  have  been  exemplified  in  a  nciglibour- 
ing  country  ?   Had  he  indeed  brought  it  forward  at  fuch  a  period 
when  the  confequence  might  be  to  throw  all  the  powers  into  the 
hands  of  the  lower  clafTes,  his  conduct  might  then  have  afFordcd 
ground  of  ferious  accufation.      But,  indeed',  did  any  man  of  com- 
mon under ftanding,  at  prcfent  fupport  fuch  a  propofition  r   I  do  not 
y^'i(h  to  confider  as  ferious  an  exprefFion  of  an  honourable  gentleman 
(Mr.  Grey),  becaufe  I  am  convinced  that  it  was  uttered  in  tlie  heat 
Vol.  XXXVIII.  dq 
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of  debate ;  that  rather  than  have  no  reform,  lie  would  ado^t  fte 
plan  of  univcrTal  fuflfrage.  That  honourable  Member  has  chafen 
to  fKle  my  right  honourable  friend  (Mr.  Pitt)  an  apoftate.  I 
would  afk  tliat  honourable  Member^  who  belongs  to  a  Society  (dve 
Friends  of  the  People)  affociated  for  the  purpc^.  f)(  obtauning  par- 
liamentary reform,  under  what  defcription  his  own  cofidud  comes  ? 
Why  has  he  not  renewed  in  the  prefent  fefllion  the  motion  whidi  he 
brought  forward  laft  year  for  a  parliamentaiy  reform  ?  He  has  de* 
ferred  it  from  a  prudent  teg^rd  to  the  circumftances,  times,  and 
Qccadons.  But  does  he  not  lecoUeft,  that  ^Aytn  he  laft  brought 
it  forward,  that  it  was  recommended  to  htm  to  weigh  the  temper 
of  the  times  ?  Does  he  not  reoolle£l  that  he  was  then  told,  that  the 
queftion  would  foon  get  into  other  hands  dun  his  own  ?  The  pro- 
phecy is  now  fulfilled ;  the  argument  dien  made  ufe  of,  has,  by 
fubfequent  experience,  been  proved  to  have  been  weU  founded. 
The  queftion  has  now  indeed  got  into  other  hands.  Can  that  ho» 
nourable  gentleman,,  with  all  the  high  profoffions  with  which  he 
then  came  fonvard;  and  the  contempt  which  he  had  ekprefied  for 
all  thofe  who  had  formerly^  undertaken  and  abandoned  the  caufe, 
Aate  that  he  is  any  longer  a  leader  in  that  bufinefs  ?  Let  hkn  tben 
recoiled  what  he  was  formerfy  told  upon  moving  the  queftion,  how 
much  ealier  it  is  to  agitate  a  queiHon  of  difficulty  than  to  regulate 
the  difcufiion,  and  how  little  it  is  in  the  power  of  any  individual, 
however  refpe(£iable  from  his  fituadon,  or  however  upright  in  his 
intentions, 

**  To  ride  in  the  whirlwind,  and  direft  the  ftorm/* 

The  queftion  has  now  come  toodiers,  who  differ  as  much  from  the 
honourable  gentleman,    with  refpcd:  to  principles,  as  he  then  did 
with  us  with  refpcA  to  the  pi^pdety  of  the  meafure,  or  Ac  expedi- 
ency of  bringing  forward  the  difcuffion.     I  would  aik  the  honour- 
able gentleman,  whether  the  propofition  for  a  reform  in  Parliament 
has  iince  appeared  in  the  fame  Ihape  in  which  it  was  brought  for- 
ward by  him,  or  as  a  ftalking-horfe,  to  cover  views  of  a  difibent 
tendency,  and  in  their  nature  wholly  fubverfive  of  the  conftitutijon? 
I  will  here  only  allude  to  an  anfwer  of  the  Society  of  the  Friends 
of  the  People  to  an  application  for  afliftance  from  the  Cofreiponding 
Society.     In  this  anfwer  there  is  a  greiat  deal  of  politenefs  ;  men- 
tion is  made  of  a  common  intereft,  and  an  expreilion  introduced  of 
mutual  good  wiflies,  whatever  difference  of  opinion  might  fubfift 
between  the  two  Secretaries,  with  refped  to  the  moft  proper  means 
of  obtaining  their  Objeft.     But  let  me  affure  the  honourable  geittk- 
man,  that  between  that  Society,  widi  which  he  is  connedled,  and 
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Ac  ContQsonding  Society,  tiiere  can  fubfift  no  common  Intereft.— • 
t'he  Contfponding  Societjr,  in  tfie  whole  of  their  conduAi  have 
ihcvm  a  love  of  their  proceedings,  and  a  dcfire  of  imitatiiig  them* 
Bat  I  cannot  conclude,  without  giving  to  the  honourable  gentleman 
erecfit  for  his  good  (cnfe  and  magnanimity,  in  refraining  to  bring  for- 
Mrard  a  propofition,  however  ardent  in  his  mind,  when  he  faw  dial 
Its  difcuflion  muft  be  dangerous  to  the  country,  and  nrig^t  ultimate* 
ly  le^d  to  that  iyftem  of  anarchy  which  we  muft  equally  concur  16 
reprobate,  and  which  wb  are  an  equally  concerned  to  avoid. 

Mr.  GREY  rofe  to  explain.  He  th^uiked  the  r^^  honourable 
g^Ieman,  who  had  juft  bt  down,  for  his  civility  to  him,  and  for 
trhich  that  ri^  honourable  gentleman  was  to  remaikable  on  every 
iKxafion.  He  faid  that  he  had  undoubtedly  vifited  Mr.  Muir  on 
hoari  the  hulks,  and  he  found  him  euifOy  at  that  rig^t  honourable 
(erirlemanhad  reprefentcd him  tube-- a  man  animaled  by  ftroi^ 
(ndioliarm,  who  conceived  that  he  had  committod  nothing  ftrong, 
tnd  who  did  not  therefore  feel  his  fentence  As  an  ignominy.  To 
ftat  erithufiafm  he  had  not  given»  nor  did  lie  conceive  it  poflible  to 
give,  any  additional  ftrength.  On  his  application  to  Mr.  Dundas^ 
in  favour  of  thefe  unfortunate  men,  he  was  dfo  ready  to  admit,  that 
the  right  honourable  gentleman  had  (hewn  every  difpofition  to  aile* 
mte  their  fufierings.  On  one  point  of  Mr.  Dundas's  atguitoent,  he 
thou^t  it  neceiTary  to  fet  him  r^ht.  When  he  had  mentioned 
acrofs  the  table  that  he  had  poftponed  his  motion  for  a  parliamentary 
reform,  becaufe  it  could  not  be  made  with  fafety,  what  he  meant 
by  the  expreflion  was  fimply,  that  he  did  not  think  it  would  meet 
with  the  defired  fuecefs  ;  he  did  not  wifh  to  expofe  it  DO  the  cavil 
and  depreciation  of  which  the  enemies  of  the  meafuve  would  avail 
themfelves.  Nothing  could  be  fiirther  from  his  thoughts,  than  to 
ftate  die  prelcnt  feafon  as  unfavourable  to  the  meafure  of  reform. 

Mr.  COURTENAY  faid,  he  had  fpokcn  from  no  diftnift  of 
the  ri^t  honourable  gendeman's  humanity ;  he  had  taken  his  inform 
nation  from  authentic  letters,  and  had  ufed  it  as  an  argument  againft 
ttitruftlng  Minlfters  with  extraordinary  difcrctionary  power.  He 
was  glad  to  hear  die  right  honourable  gentleman  oontiadi£l  fuch  an 
injurious  report,  as  far  as  refpeded  hlmfclf.  Still  the  fadt  remain^ 
ed  uncontrovcrted.  Meflis,  Muir  and  Palmer  had  received  np  in- 
dulgence ;  and  he  had  only  to  regret  that  the  Secretary  of  State's 
Wiflies  and  orders  had  not  produced  a  better  e{fed« 

Mr.  SHERIDAN  defended  Mr.  Courtcnay  from  having  in- 
tended to  make  any  charge  againft  the  right  honourable  gentleman 
oppofitc  him.  He  conceived  that  his  honourable  friend  only  meanf, 
in  hi$  fhtt^pm^ilt  of  tb^  drcumflances  relative  to  Mrf  Muir  and  Pal- 
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mer,  Wgive  the  right  honourable  gentleman  oppofite  hixitan  oppor- 
tunity of  declaring  whether  they  were  true  or  not.  He  agreed  with 
IV^x.  Cirey,  in  complimenting  the  humane  attention  of  Mr.  Dundas, 
in  i^ve^y  other  refpedi,  but  that  of  applying  to  the  fountain  of  mercy, 
to  remit  the  fcntences  of  thefe  unfortunate  men.  It  had  been  faid, 
that  po  fuch  application  had' been  made;  but  on  the  contrary,  when 
he  had*  prefented  tlie  petition  from  Mr.  Palmer  to  that  Houfe  in 
wWch>  it  was  true,  he  had  rather  claimed  juftice  than  mercy,  he 
was  inftru£led  to  ftate,-  that  its  latenefs  was  occalic^ed  by  the  Peti- 
tiotticrls  waiting  the  refult  of  a  memorial  to  the  Queen,  praying  for 
mercy.  The  right  honourable  gentleman  had  not  been;  quite  fo 
candid  in  ftating.  that  thefe  men's  heads  were  turned  by.  fome  "  II- 
luftrious"  Vifitants,"  as  he  was  pleafed  to  term  them.  For  his  part, 
he- was  not  a(liamed.to  own  that  he  had  been  one  of  thofc  vifitants. 
He ihould  rather. hgvq». been  afhamed,  under  all  the  circuniftances, 
if  he  had  not  p^id  a  vifijt^to  men,  in  his  judgement,  perfoputed  and 
opprefled.  His  advice  to -them  was,  however,  to  pleadrfor  mercyi 
and  neither  he  nojr-  his  ht)nourable  friend  had  uttered  a  word  for  the 
purpofe  of  ftrengtheping.tlieir  enthufiafm.  The  arguments,  he  pro- 
CQcded  to  obfi^rve,  wliich  iie  had  heard  this  night,  were  totally  irre- 
IqV^it  to  the  queftion,.  unlefs  it  was  to  be  ftated,  that  a  Convention 
for  the  purpofe  of  effecting  a  Parliamentary  Reform,  was  an  attempt 
little  fhort  of  high  treafoh.  Of  the  nine  precedents  which  the  right 
honourable  gentleman  bad  mentioned,  not  one  was  fimilar  to  the 
prefent  cafe.  And  if  die  Conftitution  did  furvive  thefe  former  fuf- 
penfion's,  the  prefent  feemed  to  be  a  complete  overthrow  of  the  Con- 
ftitution  ;  for  it. could  not  be  ftiewn  that  it  would  furvjve  the  pre- 
fent inftance.  It  was  nbt  at  all  wonderful,  if  after  a  revolution 
(fuch  as  in  1688),  there  ftiould  be  many  difaffected  perfons  in  the 
country  ;  and  that  they  fhould  have  afterwards  broke  out  into  open 
rebellion  ;  and  under  fuch  circumftances  it  was  policy  to  put  extraor- 
dinary powers  in  the  hands  of  the  Sovereign.  The  honourable  gen- 
tleman had  faid,  that  he  would  rather  meet  an  open  enemiy,  or  a 
rebellion,  than  the  fecret  poifon,  the  fculking  meafurcs  which  thefe  - 
Societies  had  propagated  and  carried  on.  But  was  it  proved  diat 
any  fuch  things  did  exift  ?  No  fuch  thing.  The  Societies  bear  no 
fuch  feature  or  charader.  And  if  tbey  did,  tlieirs  was  a  very  ex- 
traordinary confpiracy  ;  for  it  was  a  confpiracy  carried  on  inlhe  pre- 
fence  of  every  body.  It  was  an  operi,  garrulous,  and  ftalking  con- 
fpiracy. The  confpirators  niet  in  gardens,  fields,  and  in  public 
houfes  ;  they  announced,  and  even  aggravated  their  purpofes.  Every 
docuinent  relative  to  their  redoubted  confpiracy  had  been  pvxblifhed 
iong  before  tilic  Report  of  the  Seci;e.t  Committee!  The  meafures  now 
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adopcpi^  weie  infinkely  more  likely  j:o  p;x)diice  a  real  odnfytracy; 
tbey  <tid  not  go  to  declare  a  meeting  C<>r  the  purpofc  of  promoting  a 
Parliamentary  Refornfi  to  be  Illegal ;  the  fame  meafures  would  of 
oourfe  be  followed ;  but  in  a  different  manner.     The  remedy  was 
not  fuitcd  to  the  difeafe ;  it  was  not  eve.n  ftated  as  yet  whedier  a 
Convention  fpy  that  purpofe  was  criminal.  ,  The,  right  hcmourable 
gcndeman,  Mr.  Du^das^  had  ccnfured  the  idea  of  univcrfal  fuffrage 
as  impra6lica^e^  but  this  was  merely  a  matter  of  opinion.     It  was 
not  yet  aiTerted  that  the  maintenance  of  this  theory  fhould  be  con- 
ftrucSled  into  aftual  guilt.     Would  Minifters  prcipofe  to  imprifoh 
and.detain  all  thofe  who  entertained  fuch  an  opinion  ?   If  fo,-  it  was 
a  feverity  yvldch  muft  undoubtedly  fail  of  its  o'  je6t.    The  Minifter$ 
fhould  be  aware  of  this  failure,  from  a  review  of  their  pall  condiift% 
They  had  evinced  a  jealoufy  of  Parliamentary  Reform  ever-  fii)ce  the 
firft  appearance  of  th^  French  Revolution.     But  even  from  their 
own  declarations  it  appeared  that  tlie  rcfult  of  their  meafures  had 
beeo  uniformly  againft  their  purpofe.     The  proclamation,  which 
was  their  firft  meafure,  was  avowedly  more  directed  againft  the 
"  Friends  of  the  People"  than  againft  any  of  thofe  feditious  Societies. 
Yet  that  proclamation,  it  appeared,  had  begot  nothing  but  tumult 
and  infurrc6tion.     Their  next  meafure  was  the  fpreading  abroad  an 
hoft  of .  fpies  and  infornacrs.    ,  Thefe  had  only  ferved  to  increafe  the 
gwieral  turbulence.    Their  laft  meafure  was  a  fevere  fyftem  of  pro* 
fecutions,   and  the  refult  of  thefe  was,-  according  to  their  own  ftate- 
ment,  "  Tfcat  a  great  part  of  the  nation  was  now  adually  in  a  ftate 
of  rebellion  !'*  In  his  own  convidlion,  however,  none  of  thofe  dan- 
gers had  any  adlual  exiftence.     The  Rcpwt  of  the  Committee  was 
merely  a  political  artifice.     That  Committee  was  compofed  of  men 
in  part  deceiving,  and  in  part  deceived.     It  was  equally  fufpicious 
from  its  manner  and  its  precipitancy.    It  went  to  furprife  Parliament 
into  tlie  ftrongeft  of  all  poffible  meafures,  from  documents  there  ad- 
duced a^  novelties,  but  of  which  every  man  in  and  out -of  that  Houfe 
Was  previoufly  in  the  pofleffion.     Minifters  were  long  fince  in  pof- 
feflion  of  every  faft  relative  to  thefe  Societies.    They  had  long  fince 
heard  of  their  having  had  ferjeants  to  drill  tliem  in  back  rooms,  of 
their  having  been  muftered  at  the  Cat  and  Magpye,  and  the  Black 
Dragon  ;  and  the  only  reafon  why  they  did  not  proceed  on  thefe  in- 
formations was,  that  they  knew  they  were  all  falfe.     But  on  the 
committal  of  Mr.  Stone  all  thefe  fidions  w'cre  revived  ;  though  if  ^ 
^ere  were  any  plot,  thofe  two  plots  muft  be  feparate  and  diftind, 
?s  Mr.  Stone  moft  certainly  had  n(  thing  to  do  with  thefe  Societies. 
The  cor^clufion  of  the  Report,  which   formed  the  only  novelty  in 
point  of  matter,  ftated,  that  a^ms  had  been  diSributed  to  fome  of 
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ceived  from  She^A^  or  ^ri^tAert^ mdti^>  4mdi»g  the  etcefin 
of  a  Church  and  Kii^  mdbi  M  dclsbrmined  |0  {irovide  hi*  h&ik 
MriA  a  mufqu^t.     No  evidence  of  this  kind  ^ris  fumiOied,  «M  ifl 
fad  it  was  an  utter  impoOibilit^  tbtt  fuch  a  difiriblitlcn  of  ^tnsy  te 
ynt  Attt  fi^efied,  could  have  been  formed  wkh6)ifctbfr  kito^Iedgc 
of  MintAers,  and  without  dieir  knowled^  having  beesl  cbt^indty 
at  a  time  long  antecedent  to  the  preient  petkd.     The  ^tly  indu% 
of  the  prefs,  he  dhferved,  had  been  esu^ifid  in  in  uti6l]mff)dn  dcv 
Ipree,  to  fecond  ^e  management  which  had  di^inginihed  fii^  bring* 
ing  forth  of  the  Report.  He  held  now  an  hand-biW>  titidcr  the  fW* 
lowing  curious  title :  *'  The  downfall  of  Jacobtmfn<l»  or  the  pl^ 
difcovered ;  to  which  is  added,  the  glorious  fucceffes  of  thd  Diftfc  rf 
York,  being  an  extraS  from  the  late  Extraordinaty  Gazettes/*    This 
curious  combination,  however  abfurd  it  may  feew,  W»  a  proof  cf 
the  diligence  which  had  been  employed  to  excite  and  fpr^d  the  general 
alarm.    But  he  would  appeal  to  the  Members  of  that  Houfe,  ^ht^ 
thcr  under  all  thefe  circumftances,  they  did  not  expefl  a  fell  difcd^ 
very  of  fi^me  ferious  and  prefling  danger  ?  In  the  eourfe  of  laflyear, 
they  had  been  told,  that  the  fyftem  of  profecutions,  and  the  aflcci^- 
tions  of  Mr.  Reeves,  "  which  did  him  fuch  immortal  honour,"  h«l 
totally  changed  the  public  mind.       In  the  King*i5  fpecch,  sit  Ac 
clofe  of  the  laft  feflion  of  Parliament,  they  were  told  that  the  at* 
tempts  againft  the  Confiitution  were  completely  checked.     Oft  tBc 
opening  of  this  feflion.  His  Majcfty  was  again  made  to  rejoice,  that 
the  "  fteady  loyalty  "  of  his  fubjeds  had  defeated  evciy  fuch  attempt. 
Since  that  time,  the  hands  of  Government  had  been  ftrengthened  by 
the  Alien  bill,  the  Traitorous  Correfpondence  bill,  the  new  levfes, 
&c.  &c.  yet  the  Houfe  was  now  called  upon  to  declare,  that  His 
Majefly  had  been  completely  midaken,  that  all  thofe  efforts  had 
failed,  and  nothing  would  now  be  fufficient  to  preferve  the  exifiing 
Government,  unlefs  it  were  to  be  invcfted  with  the  undefined  cxcr- 
eife  of  an  arbitrary  power !     But  it  was  aikcd  why  t\it  Oppofition 
i^odld  not  take  the  word  of  the  Secret  Committee,  for  the  es^iffing 
ffonger  r  He  would  anfwer,  becaufe  it  was  not  afked*     The  Rcfort 
was  made  in  fuch  a  way  as  to  take  ftom  the  Committee  an4  ^^ 
the  Miniftcr  every  (hare  of  refponfibility.    They  bad  bid  Aeir  pn)^ 
ceedings  before  the  Houfe,  and  if  the  Commons  chofc  to  aft  upoti 
thefe,  the  Mini(ters  we^e  not  refponfible.     Such  a  power,  obtaancd 
in'fuch  a  manner,  he  waS  not  willing  to  fandion.     It  was  afted  cA 
a  light  ^nd  frivolous  pretence ;  there  was,  therefore,  every  rcafon 
to  apprehend  that  it  would  be  exercifed  on  pretences  eqQaUy  ftivOt 
|ous>     The  fentlments  of  tbo((p  Societies  ho  Iqoke^^  on  as  ^l^ng 
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fern  *e  feids  ftrft  femi  by  Mr.  Rtr,  Mr.  Burke  and  the  Duke  of 

RMunendL  It  vm$  ungenerous  in  them  iirft  to  inftil  the  principles* 
Md  afterwards  to  treat  d)eir  profelytes  with  rigour.  Such  a  condud 
eould  only  tend  to  inflame  the  mind  of  the  country,  and  to  fill  it 
with  contempt  fi>r  all  public  men.  He  then  proceeded  to  prove,  that 
Ms^tlemen  were  the  authors  of  the  prefent  fermentation  in  fa- 
vour of  a  Parliamentary  Reform,  by  citing  parallel  paflages  fnmi 
the  papers  called  feditious  on  the  table,  and  the  letters  of  Mr.  Burke 
id  his  oonfUtuents  at  Briftol ;  the  Duke  of  Richmond's  letters  to 
Cobnd  Sharman,  &c.  He  inferred  that  the  former,  though  ex- 
pwfied  in  kfs  elegant  language,  conveyed  no  one  leading  idea,  which 
was  not  obvioufly  borrowed  from  the  latter.  He  then  made  feme 
lomparifons  between  them,  in  order  to  (hew  the  fimilarity  between 
^  new  Societies,  and  former  Conventions.  The  feditious  public 
eatioAs  of  1 794  fay  there  will  be  an  abfolute  defpodfm^  TMk  of 
1782  had  faid  that  liberty  was  in  danger :  «welofe  thefpirit  of 
honeft  equality ;"  fuch  were  d^  words  of  a  right  honourable  gentle- 
man (Mr.  Burke)  whofe  fentiments  were  (inoe  changed.  Another 
pafiage,  in  another  refolution,  fpoke  thus,  **  Wicked  contrivancen 
are  made  to  fq>arate  us;  let  us  unite  with  the  people."  The  So* 
ciety  to  which  he  belonged,  the  Friends  of  the  People,  and  which  in 
Ac  pident  inftance  had  been  made  the  objed,  though  not  of  dired, 
yctof  infinuatedattacky  had  been  uniformly  oonfiftent :  they  hadfet 
outwidi  avowing  that  thdr objeS  was  a  reform  in  the  reprefentation 
uponconftitudonalprincqdes ;  and  he  defied  anyone  to  prove  thatthey 
had  deviated  from  it  in  any  of  diek  proceedings  in  the  iltghteft  de* 
gree.  Mr.  Sheridan  proceeded  to  inquire,  whether,  if  a  Conven- 
tion was  Aated  to  be  held  for  the  purpofe  oS  Parliamenlaiy  Reform^ 
the  delegates  were  to  be  taken  up,  and  imprifoned  during  His  Ma* 
jcfly's  pleafure  ?  In  that  cafe,  in  his  opinion,  ibt  only  etkA  wouldl 
be»  that  the  jails  would  be  filled  with  men  whofe  crimioality  waa 
not  defined,  and  at  tfie  fame  time,  fuc)i  meafures  coidd  never  aocom« 
plifli  tfidr  purpofe.  If  this  lull,  therefore,  was  to  be  obtruded  on 
Ac  Public,  it  would  be  wife  in  him  and  hb  friends  never  tofet  a  fool 
in  Aat  Houf^p  again.  He  had  been  afked  on  the  former  n^jht^  whati 
lofs  would  it  be  if  his  honourable  friend  (Mr.  Grey)  ibookl  pot  hia 
threat  in  execution  of  leaving  that  Houfe  ?  he  woidd  anfWer,  that  it 
would  be  agreat  lofsto  the  country,  not  only  in  lofiiq;  a  gsnileraaa 
«f  fuch  great  talents,  but  it  would  tend  to  leflRm  tibe  diafaAer  ci 
Parliament  in  the  public  mind.  And  to  (hew  that  fudi  would  b«^ 
the  cafe,  he  would  relate  a  circumftanee  of  a  nmn  who  waa  afked  t» 
vote  at  the  elcSdon  for  Weftminfter :  ♦*  I  would  mt  vote,*'  faid  thia 
wan, "  for  Mr.  Foxbcfcfc,  becaufe  he  wa^t&wi  ^mHtUfai  SMt; 
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but  I  will  give  him  my  vote  now,  becaufe  I  dunk  he  ads  Uk(3  an 
honeft  man."  Such  were  the  opinions  which  people  were  apt  to 
form  of  the  Oppofition.  And  if  the  prefent  bill  was  to  be  paffed 
into  a  law,  neither  he  nor  his  friends  would  deem  it  any  longer  pru- 
dent to  attend  that  Houfe. 

Mr.  WINDHAM  could  not  avoid  remarking,  that,  with  the 
exception  of  Mr.  Sheridan,  though  much  has  been  faid  in  the 
courfe  of  the  debate,  yet  all  that  had  any  bearing,  or  application 
to  the  fubjedl  in  queftion,  might  eafily  be  comprifed  within  a  nut 
(hell ;  fo  that  if  meafured  by  the  extent  of  time  already  employedy 
the  progrefs  in  the  debate  may  be  thought  confiderable ;  but  mea- 
fured by  the  ground  they  had  gained  in  their  advances,  it  would  be 
reduced  to  nothing.     Laying  afide  thofe  powers  of  difcrimination 
which  gentlemen  were  at  other  times  fo  very  happy  in  difplaying, 
they  would  not  now  admit  of  any  difference  between  the  Conven- 
tion alluded  to  by  thofe  Societies,  and  thofe  harmlefs  Conventions 
which  had  been  formed  for  the  purpofe  of  obtaining  a  Parliamen- 
tary Reform.     For  his  part,  he  was  furprifed  how  men  of  fenfe 
could  fo  far  attempt  to  impofe  upon  themfelves  and  others,  in  al- 
ledging  that  the  words  Parliamentary  Reform  were  ufed  by  the  fe- 
ditious  Societies  for  any  other  purpofe  than  as  a  mark  for  their  real 
intenticn  of  a  total  annihilation  of  all  property,  conftitution,  and 
religion.     It  was  perfe(ftly  puerile  to  impute  to  them  innocent  in- 
tentions ;  for  taking  the  whole  c?iain  and  tenor  of  proceedings  and 
refolutions,  it  was  plain  as  the  fun  that  what  they  meant  by  Reform, 
was  the  wildeft  anarchy,  and  refembling  thofe  fweeping  amend- 
ments not  unufual  in  that  Houfe,  for  leaving  out  every  thing  except 
the  word  **  that,"  The  gentlemen  on  the  odicr  fide,  againft  what  he 
deemed  the  mod  infallible  evidence,  ftill  affe£red  to  think  that  there 
was  in  reality  no  danger,  or  if  there  was  danger,  that  lenity  and 
not  fe verity  was  the  means  by  which  it  was  to  be  averted.     He 
was  of  a  different  opinion ;  and  finding  every  thing  at  ftake,  would, 
if  neceflTary,  give  up  any  thing  in  order  to  proteft  us  from  the  moft 
dreadful  of  all  calamities.      If  this  bill  fhould  not  be  fufEcicnt,  as 
he  hoped  it  would  be,  to  defeat  any  treafonable  defigns,  he  was  ex- 
tremely willing  to  entruft  Government  widi  iiill  more  ample  power. 
But  it  had  been  afked,  feeing  that  thefe  Societies  publifhcd  fome 
time  back  a  part  of  thofe  intentions  that  now  alarm  you,  why  did 
you  not- then  rcfort  to  the  fame  meafures  which  you  wifh  to  employ 
at  prefcnt  ? — The  anfwer  was  very  fimple.     Though  there  were 
no  means  which  l»e  would  not  ufe  for  the  fupprcfTioa  of  thefe  prin- 
Qiples,  yet  it  was  not  always  ^prudent  to  pat  the  flrongeft  means 
foyemoft,  and  refcrt,  in  the  firft  inilancc,  to  that  which  had  better  be 
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iderved  fbf  Cafes  (>t  neceflit)r.  By  ph)clamations,  calliilg  out  the 
militia^  and  encouraging  voluntary  affociatlons,  &c,  the  Govern- 
ment might  have  rationally  concluded  that  enough  had  been  done 
to  cnifh  this  dangerous  fpirit.  Thefe  means  undoubtedly  had  2 
confiderable  cffe£kf  and  had  retarded  that  maturity  at  which  (edi- 
dous  proje6b  were  lately  arriving  ;  but  findings  notwithftandlng  all 
dicfe  checks,  they  wett  (till  making  head  with  redoubled  diligencef 
it  was  proper  to  meet  them  with  means  fully  adequate  to  their  fup* 
prcflion.  It  was  a  Mlacy  to  fuppofe  that  whatever  cffeA  democra- 
tic principles  may  have  in  France,  there  was  any  chance  of  their 
being  innocent  in  England,  where  the  people  live  under  a  free  Govern- 
ment, and  had  no  fuch  grievances  as  thofc  experienced  by  the  French 
under  the  ancient  defpotifm.  In  faft>  the  freedom  of  our  Govern- 
ment gave  the  greater  latitude  for  the  introduction  of  thofe  new 
princi{des,  which  did  not  apply  fo  much  to  any  political  complaints 
as  immediately  to  diredl  the  lower  ranks  of  people  to  exchange  condi- 
tions \wth  the'  rich.  Wherever  there  was  foclety,  there  muft  of 
courfe  be  property ;  and  where  there  was  property,  there  muft  alfo 
be  a  neceffaiy  diftinflibn  of  ranks.  But  as  the  people  of  no  pro- 
perty muft  ever  conftitute  the  majority  and  the  phyfical  ftrength  of 
a  ftate,  all  principles  which  tended  to^nduce  that  majority  to  plun- 
der and  opprefs  the  minority,  muft  be  equally  dangerous  to  all  Go- 
vernments whether  tyrannical  or  free.  It  would  be  a  fyftem  to 
the  full  te  deftrudive  to  the  free  States  of  America  as  to  the  moft 
deipotic  Governments  that  ever  appeared  upon  the  face  of  the  earth. 
He  had,  therefore,  no  confidence  in  the  ftrengdi  of  the  Englifti 
Government  to  fuftain  itfelf  againft  the  unrcftrained  propagation  of 
filch  a  fyftem.  We  had  already  occular  demonftration  of  its  dele- 
terious qualities,  and  he  would  no  more  truft  to  any  particular  hu- 
man Conititution  to  refift  a  dofe  of  poifon.  After  a  poifon  had 
been  found  to  operate  fatally  upon  fix  or  feven  perfons,  it  may  ap- 
pear very  eafy  to  fpeculate  upon  the  caufes.  "  Oh !  it  may  be 
faid,  fuch  a  man  died  of  it  becaufe  he  was  young,  and  another  be- 
caufe  he  was  old  ;  a  fecond  died  becaufe  h&  was  black,  or  a  third 
becaufe  he  was  fair  ;  a  fourth  becaufe  he  was  fat,  or  a  fifth  becaufe 
he  happened  to  be  lean  ;  a  fixth  becaufe  he  wore  a  wig  ;  a  feventh 
becaufe  he  wore  his  hair-— but  here  is  a  man  who  is  not  exafily  in 
the  fituation  of  any  of  the  former.  Let  us  fee  whether  his  confti- 
tuticMi  may  not  enable  him  to  refift  the  poifon."  The  anfwer  of 
any  jreafonable  man  would  be—"  No !  I  have  feen  enough  of  its 
fatal  cfiedls,  and  will  not  confent  to  try  any  more  fuch  hazardous 
experiments."  It  was  become  of  late  a  very  fafliionable  practice 
tQ  accufe  the  Minifters  of  the  Crown,  of  Jacobin  imitations,  and 
Vol.  XXXVIII.  K  r 
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to  apply  to  the  Reports  of  Committees  and  other  proceedings,  the 
fame  epithets  and  language  as  were  juftly  beftowed  upon  the  French 
Convention  and  their  Committees.  Their  warmth  would  not  al- 
low gen  lemen  to  confider,  that  in  all  Human  tranfa6iions  there  is 
fomething  in  common  which  cannot  be  quite  divefted  of  fimilitude. 
If  Barrere  aflerted,  that  '^  two  and  two  make  four*'  ^nd  he  held 
the  fame  opinion,  he  was  not  therefore  any  more  to  be  accounted  a 
Jacobin,  than  Captain  Fluellen's  hero  to  be  confounded  with  Alex- 
ander the  Great,  becaufc  "  there  is  a  river  in  M^cedon,  and  there  is 
a  river  in  Wales — and  there  is  falmon  in  both."  '*  If,  (faid  he,) 
we  are  to  be  called  a  credulous  or  impofing  Committee,  may  we 
not  with  equal  juflice  complain  of  a  credulous  or  impofing  Oppofi- 
tion  ?  If  we  are.  ftigmatized  as  a  Committee  of  Public  Safety,  (hall 
not  they  be  arraigned  as  a  Committee  of  Jacobins  ?  •  If  they  accufe 
us  of  forwaiding  the  ufurpations  of  defpotifm,  may  not  we  retort 
that  they  are  advancirig  the  ftrides  of  defolating  anarchy?"  There 
was,  however,  in  the  R.cport  of  the  Committee  fufficient  concur- 
ring evidence  to  prove  the  treafonable  dcfigns  of  the  Societies  allud- 
ed to  in  a  manner  fufficiently  convincing  to  thofe  who  did  not  re- 
folve  upon  being  incredulous.  He  did  not,  he  confefled,  appre- 
hend the  fame  evil  from  the  adoption  of  this  mcafure,  by  which 
gentlemen  feemed  to  be,  fo  much  alarmed.  The  fufpenfion  of  the 
Habeas  Corpus  A61  had  no  terrors  in  his  mind  ;  it  was  a  meafurc 
which  had  been  frequently  adopted  in  the  beft  time  of  this  country, 
and  had  never,  that  he  recolleded,  been  attended  with  any  very  evil 
confequences. — The  queftion  now  fairly  for  the  difcuflion  of  the 
Houfe  was,  whether  they  were  willing  rather  to  fubmit  to  the  incon- 
veniences that  may  poflibly  arife  from  the  fufpenfion  of  the  Habeas 
Corpus  Ad,  or  to  the  danger  and  calamity  of  the  introduflion  of 
French  principles  and  pradtices,  fo  juftly  to  be  apprehended  from 
thofe  Societies,  if  fujEFered  to  proceed  with  impunity — thefe  were 
much  more  fcrioufly  to  be  apprehended  than  any  degree  of  violence 
being  exercifed  during  the  fufpenfion  of  the  Habeas  Corpus  A6t. 
Thofe  Societies,  he  contended,  acRied  upon  a  general  principle  of  de- 
preflion,  and  envied  every  man  in  the  country,  who  happened  to  be 
devated  above  thfm,  by  circumftances  of  either  rank  or  fortune. 
That  there  inuH:  be  always  a  relative  depreffion  in  all  countries,  it 
was  impoflible  to  deny  ;  and  frequently  the  moft  numerous  part  of 
the  community  were  its  objeds : — the  minds  of  thefe  people,  the 
Leaders  of  thofe  Societies,  ufed  every  endeavour  to  influence,  and 
draw  from  the  ftridt  line  of  their  duty,  by  mifreprefentation  and 
falfc  argarneats  ;  he  tlierefore  on  this  account,  thought  them  highly 
liangerous,  as  the  great  mafs  of  the  people  who  compofed  the  phy 
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Seal  (farength  of  the  State  were  of  this  dcfcription,  and  were  more 
likely  to  be  feduced  from  the  right  line  of  duty.  On  thefe  fcvcral 
grounds  he  eonfidercd  the  Bill  propofed  to  be  unexceptionable,  and 
merit  his  fupport.  • 

Lord  GEORGE  CAVENDISH  did  not  approve  of  the  focierics 
that  had  been  the  fubjedt  of  debate,  however  laudable  their  inflitu- 
tion.  But  if  he  faw  occafion,  and  really  thought  a  confpiracy  ex- 
iftcd,  of  which  any  treafonable  apprehenfion  could  be  entertained, 
he  fhould  feel  it  his  duty  to  give  his  aid  in  bringing  fuch  men  to 
light,  and  to  fupport  the  Executive  Power ;  though  at  the  fame 
time  it  muft  hurt  his  feelings  in  the  higheft  degree,  to  differ  with 
them  with  whom  he  had  been  fo  long  accuftomed  to  aft,  and  for 
whom  he  entertained  the  higheft  public  efteem,  united  with  the  moft 
fmcere  private  attachment ;  but  on  the  prcfent  occafion  he  could 
not  perceive  the  fame  ground  of  alarm  with  the  honourable  Mem" 
ber  (Mr.  Windham)  who  fpoke  laft ;  nor  csould  he  conceive  the 
fmalleft  neceflity  for  the  prefent  meafure,  as,  in  his  opinion,  the 
law  at  prefent  cxifting  was  fufEciently  ftrong  to  reftrain  the  evils  of 
which  they  complained  ;  he  thought  it  neceffary  therefore  to  refift, 
as  far  as  in  his  power,  any  furrender  of  the  liberty  of  his  fellow 
fubje(Ss,  by  oppofing  the  prefent  bill. 

Mr.  DRAKE  entered  into  a  panegyric  on  the  valour  difplayed 
in  the  war,  and  expreffed  his  deteftation  of  the  demoniac  proceed- 
ings in  France.  He  faid,  that  the  prefent  queftion  was,  whether 
the  Britifh  Conftitution  was  to  exift  or  not ;  and  then  concluded 
his  fpeech  with  fome  warm  encomiums  on  the  prefent  ncceflfary 
meafure. 

Mr.  FOX  faid,  he  fliould  not  have  troubled  the  Houfe  m  ith  any 
farther  obfervations  on  the  fubjeft  of  the  prefent  bill,  after  having 
given  his  opinion  fo  fully  upon  it  the  night  before,  but  for  the  very 
extraordinary  topics  which  had  been  introduced  by  his  right  honoura- 
ble friend  (Mr.  Windham).  .  If  he  had  expreffed  himfelf  warmly 
on  die  fubjeit  of  this  bill,  he  begged  leave  to  fay,  after  the  mofl 
mature  refledion,  that  he  did  not  repent  of  fuch  warmth.  He  de- 
fired  to  be  confidered  as  repeating  and  confirming  every  aiTertion— ^ 
it  was  a  bill  charafterifHc  of  the  worft  times,  and  which  he  feared 
predided  much  calamity  to  the  country.  They  were  hurrying  into 
that  moft  dangerous  and  alarming  predicament,  which  would  pro- 
duce either  the  horrors  of  anarchy  and  confufion  on  the  one  fide,  or 
that  defpotifm  of  Monarchy  which  Mr.  Hume  called  the  Euthanafia 
of  the  Britifh  Conftitution  on  the  other ;  in  either  of  which  cafes  he 
few  the  complete  extin<S^ion  of  liberty,  and  he  dreaded  to  think 
tyhat  inuft  he  the  (hocking  alternative  vvhicli  he,   and  other  men 
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who  loved  the^true  principles  of  the  Conftitution,  muft  be  reduced 
to  in  the  impending  ftrugglc.  The  bill  was  chara£teriftic  of  thofc 
violent  times,  when  inftead  of  being  guided  by  reafon,  we  were  to 
be  put  under  the  dominion  of  wild  paflfion,  and  when  our  pretended 
alarms  were  to  be  made  the  pretexts  fordeftroying  the  firft  principles 
of  the  very  fyftem  which  we  afFefted  to  revere.  Every  warm  ex- 
preflion  therefore  which  he  had  ufed  the  night  before,  he  now  upon 
rcfleflion  juftified  and  repeated ;  and  even  yet  while  a  moment  was 
left  him  he  deprecated  the  horror  of  paffing  the  bill  into  a  law.  He 
would  pafs  over  all  the  leflfer  topes  of  the  fpeech  of  his  honourable 
friend,  in  order  to  come  to  that  mod;  portentous  part  of  it  which 
had  made  an  impreffion  upon  his  mind  never  to  be  efiaoed,  and 
which  foretold  the  deftruftion  of  the  Briti(h  Conftitution.  It  was 
an  argument  upon  wliich,  if  the  prefent  meafure  was  really  found- 
ed, that  he  hoped  would  even  yet  make  the  Houfe  paufe  before  they 
proceeded  farther.  He  had  faid,  that  to  the  exifting  evil  of  the  Ja- 
cobinical dodlrines,  remedies  ought  to  be  applied  in  gradation. 
From  mild  remedies  he  would  proceed  to  remedies  lefs  mild,  from 
lefs  mild  to  fevere,  and  through  all  the  degrees  of  feverlty.  What 
by  this  argument  was  he  to  think  of  the  prefent  meafure  ?  But  that 
it  was  only  one  ftep  in  his  ladder,  and  that  if  this  (hould  fail  of  pro- 
ducing its  effect  he  had  ftill  remedies  more  fevere  in  referve.  The 
honourable  gentleman  had  tried  already  his  gentle  remedies ;  the 
Alien  bill  was  an  anodyne  ;  the  Treafonable  Correfpondence  bill 
was  alfo  a  gentle  medicine ;  and  as  thefe  remedies  had  failed  of 
producing  the  proper  cffeft,  nay  as  by  the  King's  fpeech  it  was  faid 
that  notwithftanding  thefe  meafures,  the  evil  ftill  exifted  with  in- 
creafed  malignity,  he  was  now  to  try  this  feverer  remedy ;  with 
the  declared  intention  that  if  this  (hould  alfo  foil,  he  had  ftill  more 
violent  meafures  to  purfue.  When  the  experiment  (hould  have 
been  made,  .and  proved  like  all  the  former  to  have  failed  of  pro- 
ducing the  efFefts  cxpedled  from  it,  he  defired  to  know  what  muft 
be  the  anfwer  to  his  queftion  if  next  year  enough  of  the  Conftiturion 
ihould  remain  to  enable  him  to  put  a  queftion  to  the  hofiourable 
gentleman  in  his  place — ^what  would  be  done  beyond  this  ?  After 
fufpending  the  Habeas  Corpus  z&,  what  would  he  do  more? 
Would  he  prohibit  all  meetings  of  the  feoplt  fo  as  to  debar  them 
from  all  dtfcuflions  on  political  fubje£b,  and  prevent  aU  free  inter< 
courfe  between  man  and  man  ?  And  when  this  (hould  be  found 
inefFcftual,  would  he  give  to  Minifters  the  power  of  making  arbi- 
trary imprifonment  perpetual  ?  Would  he  ftill  forther  go  on  in  th« 
eKu&  and  horrid  imitation  of  the  men  who  now  held  France  ki  anaN 
cby,  and  cftablifti  a  revolutionary  tribunal,  or  what  pcrhap$  \» 
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would  call  an  iinti-revolutionaiy  tribunal  ?  Or  where  w»uld  he 
fbp  ?  What  limits  did  he  propofe  to  make  ?  Was  there  no  end 
to  his  pkn  of  fecurities  undl  he  (hould  accomplifh  the  end  of  anni* 
hilating  all  dodhines  that  -he  might  afFedl  to  dread,  or  ^eftrojr  all 
the  difaf{e£led  fpirits  which  he  might  pretend  to  exift  in  the  country  i 
It  was  of  confequence  to  the  Houfe  to  fee  what  they  were  doing* 
They  were  tdd  that  what  they  had  done  was  not  enough ;  and  that 
even  this  might  not  be  enough !  Good  God,  what  v:zs  to  }^  done 
after  this  ?  Under  the  colour  of  pretended  alarms  they  were  to  go 
on  to  an  unlimited  infrii^ment  and  demolition  of  all  the  ftrongeft 
and  moft  beautiful  parts  of  the  Conftitution.  The  honourable  gen* 
tleman  was  ofiended  at  the  comparifon  diat  was  made  between  the 
conduft  of  Minifters  and  thdr  adherents  this  day,  and  the  condudl 
of  the  prefent  rulers  in  France,  and  he  had  with  great  felicity,  quoted 
the  comparifon  of  the  river  in  Macedon  and  the  river  in  Wales. 
But  with  all  refped  for  bis  wit,  the  honourable  gentleman  muft  be 
content  td  incur  the  imputation  of  iimilarity,  when  their  condufl 
was  fo  (imilar.  They  had  taken  great  pains  to  throw  odium  on  the 
pretended  deiigns  of  a  Convention,  on  account  of  the  word  Con* 
vention.  New  let  gentiemen  look  at  their  conduct  and  fee  if  it  was 
not  in  fubftance  the  &me  as  that  of  the  prefent  rulers  in  France. 
What  was  the  condudl  of  the  prefent  rulers  in  France  ?  That 
from  day  to  day  diey  fpread  ftories  of  alarms,  and  plots,  and  con- 
fpiracies,  and  infurre£lions  among  the  people,  fo  as  to  inflame  and 
s^tate  their  minds,  and  to  fpread  panic  and  terror  over  the  whole 
country,  that  they  might  take  advantage  of  their  fears  and  obtain 
unlimited  power,  to  be  exercifed  in  carrying  on  and  confirming  this 
very  terror.  For  they  infpired  tiie  double  alarm  ef  danger  from 
confpiracy,  and  danger  from  the  exercife  of  their  own  unlimited 
power,  exerted  as  it  every  day  was,  in  the  moft  {hocking  murders, 
with  hardly  the  afpe6l  or  form  of  judicial  trial.  What  was  the 
condudl'of  the  Jacobins  here  ?  Precifcly  in  the  fame  manner  they 
fpread  ftories  of  alarms  and  omfpiracies^  fo  as  to  fill  the  public  mind 
with  fear,  and  to  ufe  the  jaigon  of  the  French,  to  make  terror  the 
order  of  the  day.  By  fpreading  thefe  falfe  and  idle  alarms,  they 
fucceeded  in  obtaining  powers  deftrudive  of  the  Conftitution,  which, 
as  in  France,  were  to  be  exercifed  with  fuch  inhuman  rigpur,  as  to 
keep  the  country  in  double  awe,  and  by  foftering  indignation  and 
difcontent,  give  rife  again  to  new  jealoufies,  which  fhould  give  oc- 
cafbn  for  (till  farther  ftretches  of  power.  Thus  they  followed  the 
example  fet  them  by  the  men  whofe  dodtrines  they  pretended  to  ab- 
hor, with  the  moft  fhocking  fidelity.  Every  part  of  their  conduft 
was  built  on  the  Fvcnoh  model,  and  be  dreaded  that  it  would  be 
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jwraduftivc  too  certainly  of  the  fame  effects.     The  prccifc  qucftion 
for  the  Houfe  was  to  compare  the  danger  with  the  remedy.      The 
pretended  danger  was,  as  they  could  gather  from  the  documents  that 
every  one  of  them  had  feen  publifhed  in  the  newfpapers,  that  there 
-was  in  certain  focieties  a  tendency  to. a  Convention.     Whether 
Ac  word  Convention  was  a  bugbear  that  -wzs  to  be  held  up  to  ter- 
rify tlieir  imaginations',  he  knew  not,  but  it  was  of  confequence  to 
inquire  a  little  into  the  nature  of  the  thing,  and  not  to  be  ftartlcd  at 
names.     A  Convention,  he  fuppofed^  meant  no  other  than  a  meet- 
ing of  the  pecplct  and  if  that  meeting*  \^as  for  the  difcuflion  of  any 
fubjecl  of  general  intereft  in  a  legal  and  peaceable  way,  there  cer- 
tainly was  nothing  in  fuch  meeting  that  could  either  call  for  or  juf- 
tify  any  fach  meafpre  as  the  prefent.     To  a  Convention  that  had 
for  its  purpofe  to  overawe  the  Legiflature,  and  to  obtain  any  obje6^, 
cidier  of  univerfal  fuffrage,  or  other  wild  and  impracticable  theory, 
ke  (hould  not  certainly  choofe  to  give  his  countenance.     But  if  there 
was  a  Convention  either  of  individuals  for  themfelves,  or  of  dele- 
gates of  towns  and  di{lri($Js  for  the  purpofe  of  driving  by  petitions 
and  addreflfes  to  the  branches  of  the  Legiflature  to  put  an  end  to  the 
prefent  moft  ruinous  and  unprovoked  war,  he  ihould  certainly  nei- 
ther be  afliamed  nor  afraid,  at  leaft  nor  until  after  the  prefent  bill 
had  paflfed  into  a  law,  to  attend,  and  be  a  Member  of  fuch  Con- 
vention.    But  what  was  to  be  dreaded  from  evei)  the  Convention 
that  was  threatened,  which  the  laws  of  this  country  were  not  of 
themfelves  fufficient  to  check  ?      If  they  meant  by  their  intended 
Convention  to  overawe  the  Government  of  this  country  at  a  mo-  ^ 
ment  of  fuch  unprecedented  ftrength  as  the  Government  now  pof- 
fefled,  he  would  fay  that  they  were  fit  for  Bedlam,  and  for  Bedlam 
only.     So  perfcftly  and  entirely  was  it  poflible  for  Magiftrates  in 
every  part  of  the  kingdom  to  execute  the  laws,  that  he  would  ven- 
ture to  fay,  that  if  any  man  or  men  at  fuch  Convention  committed 
nny  illegal  ad,  he  or  they  might  be  fent  to  prifon  and  tried  for  the 
offence  as  fecurely  as  if  no  Convention  exifted.     The  danger  then 
called  for  no  fuch  remedy,  and  it  was  not  becaufe  any  fuch  remedy 
was  neceffary  that  the  prefent  bill  was  introduced.     It  was  to  keep 
alive  the  paiTions  of  the  people  ;  it  was  to  agitate  and  alarm  their 
minds,  fo  as  to  put  them  under  the  dominion  of  terror,  and  take 
from  them  the  excrcife  of  their  rational  faculties.    Minifters  knew 
well  the  dangerous  predicament  in   which  they  flood ;    they  had 
weakly,  and,  as  he  thought,  wickedly,  involved  the  country  in  a 
mofl  difaGrous  war;  every  day  plunged  them  deeper  and  deeper  in 
the  fatality  which  they  had  brought  upon  their  country ;  they  few 
no  hopes  of  extricating  the  nation  from  it  with  honour,  nor  of  pro* 
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ceeding  in  it  with  fuccefs,  and  tfiey  dreaded  all  reflcflion  on  Ad 
fubjeft :  they  knew  that  they  had  no  fafety  but  in  depriving  the 
people  of  repofe ;  they  knew  that  if  the  alarm  (hould  be  fufpended 
for  a  moment,  and  if  men  had  time  and  leifure  for  the  exercifc  of 
their  underftandings,  the  war  and  the  principles  on  which  it  was 
undertaken  would  be  fcrutinized  and  difcuflfed.  They  dreaded  to 
encounter  fo  hazardous  an  experiment,  and  all  their  meafures  had 
been  diredied  to  keep  alive  an  inceffant  commotion  fo  as  to  fiifpcnd 
all  the  operations  of  the  public  intelleft.  For  this  rcafon  a  fubfcrip- 
tion  had  been  fet  on  foot ;  he  faid  for  this  reafon,  becaufc  Mini- 
fters  had  been  open  enough  to  acknowledge  that  it  was  not  for  mo- 
ne}'.  It  was,  they  had  declared,  to  excite  the  zeal  of  the  pcoplc- 
Zcal  was  one  of  thofe  fervent  emotions  which  would  be  favourable 
to  tlictr  views,  and  which,  while  it  lafted,  would  keep  them  from 
examining  the  objefts.  But  the  fubfcription,  he  fuppofed,  had  not 
fticceeded  to  the  hoped-for  extent ;  that  zeal  which  they  had  arouzcd 
was  not  equal,  apparently,  to  the  occafion,  and  they  now  ftrove  to. 
awaksn  a  more  powerful  emotion,  that  of  terror!  In  fhort,  it  was 
a  Government  of  paflion,  a  Government  in  which  Minifters  ftrove 
to  lull  afleep  all  the  fober  operations  of  the  mind,  and  to  awaken 
only  the  fears  and  terrors  of  the  heart.  Reafon  they  dreaded,  for 
reafon  was  their  enemy.  It  was  well  faid  by  a  philofopher  of  great 
charader,  that  all  men  dreaded  reafon  who  afted  againft  reafon  2 
and  certainly  it  was  natural,  and  in  the  order  of  things,  that  ani-* 
mals,  which  by  their  prafticc  counteraded  the  natural  courfc  and 
diftatcs  of  reafon,  (hould  (brink  and  dread,  as  tlieir  enemy,  thofe 
who  fcem  to  be  guided  by  its  wifdom.  It  had  been  tiid  that  the 
Committee  had  been  fpoken  of  in  terms  not  the  moft  refpe£lfuL 
He,  for  one,  certainly  could  not  fpeak  of  fome  Members  of  that 
Committee  without  exprcfling  his  high  refpecl  and  regard  for  them* 
He  was  not  among  thofe  who  gave  up  his  perfonal  friendihips  on 
account  of  differences  in  political  opinion.  A  n-jble  Lord  near  him 
(Lord  George  Cavcndifb),  had,  in  very  affecting  terms,  deplored 
the  circumftancc,  that  in  the  prefent  moment  he  differed  from  men 
fo  near  and  dear  to  his  heart,  as  to  make  him  feel  it  like  differing 
ftom  himfelf ;  fo  he  might  fay  that  with  fome  of  thofe  pcrfons, 
though  he  had  not  ties  of  confanguinity,  he  felt  fo  fincere  a  regard^ 
and  fo  poignant  a  regret  at  differing  from  them,  as  to  make  it  like 
a  parting  from  himfclf.  His  early  habits  of  refpeft,  his  warm  af- 
fections, all  led  him  to  this  feeling ;  but  the  prefent  was  not  a  time 
to  compliment  men,  or  to  fhrink  from  the  fevere  duties  which  con- 
.  fcienccimpofed,  from  recolledions  of  tenderncfs  and  efteem.  He 
mud  lay  then,  however  highly  he  regarded  fome  individuals  qi  thoX 
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Committee^  that  it  was  made  up  of  two  charadters,  men  who  were 
dupes  themfdves,  of  men  who  were  willing  to  dupe  others.  Their 
whole  Report  was  trifling  and  inconfequential  j  it  (old  nodiing  which 
every  man  did  not  know  before ;  for  the  laft  affertion  about  arming, 
the  honourable  gentleman  faid  was  merely  fupplemental,  and  was^ 
not  to  be  taken  as  a  component  part  of  the  Report.  Then  what 
did  the  Report  confift  of?  Of  a  coUedHon  of  papers  whiqh  had  all 
been  feen  by  the  public,  and  which  if  they  did  contain  any  danger, 
was  not  a  danger  of  to-day.  It  was  known  by  every  one,  andfleps 
might  have  been  taken  on  the  fubjeft  months  ago.  Their  avowed 
intention  was  to  procure  a  fyflem  of  univerfal  fuiflrage,  and  this  the 
h(MK>ui^ble  gentleman  faid  was  what  had  deftroyed  France.  How- 
ever freely  he  mig^t  be  difpofed  to  agree  with  him,  as  to  the  wild- 
isefs  and  impradicability  of  univerfal  fufFrage,  he  muft  doubt  of  the 
£i<ft  of  its  having  been  the  caufe  of  the  defhru<ftion  of  France.  On 
&e  contrary,  univerfal  fufFrage  was  to  be  confidered  rather  as  the 
tffcA  than  the  caufe,  for  the  book  of  the  right  hcmoufable  gentle- 
man (Mr.  Burke)  which  had  produced  fuch  enormous  and  fatal  ef- 
fedls  in  England,  had  charged  upon  the  jF^rench,  that  they  had  not 
aded  upon  their  own  principles,  but  had  narrowed  the  fuf&age  in  a 
way  totally  inconliftent  with  their  own  dodirine.  But  were  we  to 
argue  theoretically  or  practically  from  the  example  of  France,  which 
the  honourable  gentleman  fo  incefTantly  prefentcd  to  them  ?  Was 
every  man  who  had  liberty  in  his  mouth  to  be  confidered  ^s  a  trai- 
tor, merely  becaufe  liberty  was  abufed  in  France^  and'  had  been 
carried  to  the  mofl  (hocking  licentioufnefs  ?  He  would  venture  to 
fay,  that  if  this  was  to  be  the  confequence,  fatal  indeed  would  it  be 
for  England.  If  the  love  of  liberty  was  not  to  be  maintained  in 
England  ;  if  the  warm  admiration  of  it  was  not  to  be  cherifhed  in 
the  heaits  of  the  people;  if  the  maintenance  of  liberty  was  not  to 
be  inculcated  as  a  duty ;  if  it  was  not  to  be  reverenced  as  our  cluef 
good,  as^pur  boafl  and  pride,  and  richeft  inheritance !  What  elfe 
had  we  worthy  of  our  care  i  Liberty  was  the  effence  of  the  Britifli 
Conflituti^.  King,  Lords,  Commons,  and  Courts  of  Judica* 
ture,  were  but  the  forms,  the  bafis  of  the  Conftitution  was  hhcxtf, 
diat  grand  and  beautiful  fabric,  die  firfl  principle  of  which  was  Go- 
vernment by  law,  and  which  this  day  they  were  going  to  fufpend* 
He  called  upon  the  honourable  gentleman  to  fay,  whether  there  wa» 
any  true  parallel  between  this  country  and  the  old  Goverrunent  of 
France,  that  gave  us  juft  caufe  to  dread  the  fame  efleds  from  Jaco- 
binical dodrines,  which  diat  defpotic  Goverranent  had  fufferedf 
France  had  no  Habeas  Corpus  z& ;  France  had  no  fyftem  of  refpcft 
for  the  liberties  of  the  people :  it  had  not  been  beeaufe  Fxaiics  isi 
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held  oiit  a  mild  and  equal  Government  hy  lawsi  that  France  had 
been  overcome  by  the  dodlrioes  of  Jacobinifm.     On  the  contrary, 
it  was  a  fair  conjedure,  ihax  if  France  had  had  a  Habeas  Corpus 
ad,  and  had  not  fufpended  it,  if  France  had  upon  every  occafion 
refpeded  the  rights,   and  preferved  the  liberties  of  the  pec^le,.  the 
dodbines  of  Jacobinifm  would  not  have  prevailed  over  the  eftab^ 
liihed  power ;  he  ftated  this  as  notan  improbable  conjedlure  ;  he 
did  not  prefume  to  lay  much  ftrefs  upon  any  fuch  conjedure,  but  it 
was  material  to  the  honourable  gentleman  in  fupporting  his  argu- 
ment, to  prove  that  the  old  Government  of  France  had  been  over* 
thrown,  becaufe  there  was  a  want  of  power:  for  his  argument  was, 
that  we  muft  go  on  fix>m  meafure  to  meafure,  until  we  (hould  arm 
Minifters  with  fufficient  power  to  refift  and  overcome  all  innovation, 
and  until  they  had  rooted  out  all  appearance  of  Jacobinical  principles* 
Now  the  defpotifm  of  Louis  XVI.  had  not  been  fufBcient  to  fave 
France  from  the  Jacobin  dodtrines.     Were  we  to  go  beyond  this 
defpotifm  to  give  us  a  greater  fecurity  than  France  polTeiTed  ?     His 
dodrines  went  to  the  utter  extindlion  of  every  veftige  of  the  Confti- 
tution ;  and  fuch  was  the  efFe£l  of  his  principle,  that  it  was  impof- 
dble  to  limit  the  progrefs'of  his  remedies  ;  they  were  all  to  be  hot 
medicines ;  he  did  not  admit  the  poflibility  of  doing  any  good  by 
the  contrary  pra<fHce. '  If  one  hot  medicine  (ailed,  a  hotter  only 
was  to  be  tried,  and  thus  he  was  to  proceed,  through  all  the  race  of 
the  moft  powerful  ftimulants,  inftead  of  trying  what  the  oppofitc 
courfe  of  cooling  mixtures  and  gentle  anodynes  might  produce.—* 
What  the  nature  of  his  provocatives  was,  he  had  not  condcfcended 
to  ftate.     He  had  alluded  to  his  former  opinion,  that  if  the  laws 
of  this  country  were  not  fufficient  for  the  fuppieTion  cf  fediti jus 
pradices,  the  laws  of  Scotland,  not  as  they  really  exiAed,  tut  as 
they  were  ftated  to  exift,  ihould  be  introduced  ;  and  fo  he  fuppofed 
one  of  his  plans  was,  that  juries  (hould  decide  by  a  majority  inftead 
of  deciding  with  unanimity,  and  that  men  (hould  be  puniftied  with 
fentences  more  rigorous  than  immediate  death ;  that  is,  (hould  be 
fent  to  die  far  from  all  the  civilized  world,  merely  on  account  of  a 
political  opinion ;  and  thcfe  feverities  were  to  be  introduced  for 
what  ?     Becaufe  iany  great  body  of  people  were  difafFefted  to  the 
ftate :  No,  no  fuch  thing  !     It  was  the  boaft  of  Minifters  and  their 
adherents,  that  every  part  of  the  country  was  moft  ftridlly  united  in 
love  and  attachment  to  the  Conftitution,     But  all  this  was  to  be 
introduced,  becaufe  fome  low  perfons  without  property  and  without 
conlideration  in  the  country,  were  (bund  to  entertain  opinions  about 
a  parliamentary  reform  that  were  thought  to  be  dangerous.     How 
long  would  it  take  to  eradicate  thefe  opinions  from  the  minds  of 
Vox.  XXXVIII.  S  s 
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thcfe  men  ?  Did  they  mean  to  keep  thcni  all  irt  confinement  under 
this  bill  ?  They  would  be  forward,  he  fuppofed,  to  difclaim  any 
fuch  Intention.  What  did  they  mean  then  to  do*?  To  fufpend 
one  of  the  grandeft  principles  of  the  Conftitution  of  Er^land,  until 
there  fliould  be  found  no  men  within  the  kingdom  tindured  with 
difcontent,  or  who  cheriftied  the  defign  of  reform  ?  If  th^  meant 
to  fufpend  the  Habeas  Corpus  until  fuch  time,  there  was  an  end  of 
it  to  tfie  country.  And  what  did  they  declare  by  this  to  all  man- 
kind P  That  there  was  no  period  when  it  was  poflible  to  reftore  to 
the  country  this  grand  and  ineftimablc  right ;  that  the  Conftitution 
of  England  was  fit  only  for  an  Utopian  Society,  where  all  men  lived 
in  perfeft  concord,  without  one  jarring  fentiment,  without  one  dif- 
cqntented  feeling ;  but  that  it  was  utterly  unfit  for  a  world  of  mor- 
tal and  mixed  men,  not  fit  for  any  ftatc  of  fociety  that  ever  did  exift 
upon  the  face  of  the  earth,  or  that  was  ever  likely  to  exift.  Never, 
never  then,  upon  this  doftrine,  was  it  probable  that  we  fliould 
again  recover  diis  moft  efl!ential  part  of  the  Britifli  Conftitution, 
for  It  Was  not  the  will  of  providence  that  fociety  fliould  be  formed  fo 
perfedl  and  unmixed,  fo,free  from  all  paflions,  as  to  meet  the  ideas 
upon  which  it  was  contended  that  the  Conftitution  of  England  could 
be  with  fafety  conferred  upon  them. 

It  was  faid  that  the  example  of  France  threatened  not  only  this^ 
but  all  the  Countries  of  the  world.  Whatever  the  honourable  gen- 
tleman might  feci  upon  this  fubjedl,  there  were  feveral  countries 
who  thought  differently,  or  who  at  leaft  did  not  feel  their  proteftion 
by  fimilar  meafures.  They  found  their  fafer  courfe  was  in  being 
neutral  as  to  the  war,  and  by  preferving  to  their  people  the  bleffings 
pf  peace  and  undifturbed  induftry.  But  America  even  felt  alarmed. 
If  it  was  true  that  America  felt  alarmed,  it  would  be  wife  for  that 
Houfe  to  ob&rve  what  had  been  their  condud  in  tliis  alarm.  Had 
they  fufpended  their  Habeas  Corpus  afl?  Had  they  paflid  an  Alien 
bill  ?  A  traiterous  correfpondence  bill  ?  Had  they  fliocked  every 
feeling,  every  humane,  and  every  confideratc  mind,  by  the  fcanda- 
lous  rigour  of  their  legal  punifliments  ?  Had  they  plunged  their 
country  into  a  W2lr,  and  loaded  their  people  with  new  and  cxceflivc 
burdens  ?  No ;  they  had  maintained  a  (firidl  and  perfect  neutrality, 
as  <o  the  belligerent  powers  ;  and  they  had  protedled  themfelves  at 
home,  by  exhibiting  to  their  people,  all  the  beauties  of  their  own 
{yftem,  by  fccuring  to  them  all  their  privileges  in  their  full  enjoy- 
ment, by  enlarging  rather  dian  abridging  their  liberties,  ahd  by 
'  Ihewing  that  fo  far  from  dreading  cbmparifon,  they  placed  their 
confidence  in  leaving  to  the  free  juc^ement  of  the  people  the  moft 
ample  dlfculTion  of  political  dodlrines.     With  regard  to  the  perfons 
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who  compofed  diefe  Sociedes,  he  certainly  Ipiew  little  of  them  ;  it 
could  not  be  fuppofed  that  he  could  entertain  any  partial  opinion  to- 
wards them,  at  leaft  if  men  were  to  judge  of  die  opinion  they  had. 
always  delivered  of  him ;  they  had  never  failed  to  fpeak  of  Oppoii- 
tion,  and  of  himfelf  perfonally,  with  exa£lly  the  fame  exprdlions 
as  they  had  ufed  towards  adminiftration.    The  fame  diftrud  of  their 
conduA^  the  &me  avowed  hofUlIty  appeared  in  their  writings  to 
both.     They  had  certainly  paid  him  perfonally  a  compliment,  in 
mentioning  him  at  the  (ame  time  with  the  right  honound>Ie  gentle- 
man oppolite,  as  far  as  regarded  the  fplendid  talents  of  that  right 
honourable  gentleman ;  but  it  was  not  equally  flattering  to  him  to  be 
put  on  a  Gomparifon  with  that  right  honourable  gentleman,  in  re- 
gard to  their  right  to  the  confidence  of  the  Public.     It  was  not 
likely  thi:refbre,  that  he  was  actuated  by  any  partial  regard  to  thefe 
Societies,  but  he  confidcred  it  as  an  unwife  and  an  illiberal  courfc 
to  take  advantage  of  any  odium  that  there  might  be  againft  peribns, 
in  order  to  fligmatife  meafures  which  mi^t  otherwife  be  good* 
Though  there  were  among  thofe  Societies,  men  of  low  and  defperate 
fortunes,  who  might  be  veiy  ready  to  embrace  any  enterprife  how- 
ever hazardous,  and  though  there  might  be  others,  whom  he  be^ 
lieved  from  their  charaders,  to^  pc^efs  wicked  intentions,  yet  ftili 
this  was  no  argument  with  him  for  throwing  forth  a  general  oblo- 
quy on  meafures  which  were  in  themfelves  harmlefs.     To  deny  to 
the  people  the  right  of  difcuffion,  becaufe  upon  fome  occalions  that 
right  had  been  exercifed  by  ihdifcrect  or  bad  men,  was  what  he 
could  not  fubfcribe  to.     The  right  of  popular  difcuffion  was  a  falu- 
taiy  and  an  effential  privilege  of  the  fubjedl.     He  would  not  anfwer 
long  for  the  condudt  of  Parliament  if  it  were  not  fubjedl  to  the 
jealoufy  of  the   people.     They  all  entertained  becoming  refpe£t 
for  the  Executive  Government,  that  is,  for  the  chief  Magiftrate  of 
the  kingdom,  but  their  refpefl  for  the  King  did  not  fuperfede  the 
]u^lance  of  Parliament.     And  in  his  opinion  the  beft  fecurity  for 
the  due  maintenance  of  the  Conftitution,  was  in  the  flridl  and  in- 
oeiTant  vigilance  of  the  people  over  Parliament  itfelf.     Meetings  of 
the  people  therefore  for  the  difcufTion  of  public  objcAs,  were  not 
merely  legal  but  laudable,  and  unlefs  it  was  to  be  contended  that 
there  was  fome  magic  in  the  word  Convention,  which  brought  with 
it  difofder,  anarchy  and  ruin,  he  could  perceive  no  jufl  ground  for 
demolifhing  the  Conftitution  of  England,  merely  becaufe  it  was  in- 
tended to  hold  a  meeting  for  the  purpofe  of  obtaining  a  Parliamentary 
Reform.     With  refpeft  to  their  plan,  that  of  univerfal  fuffnige,  he 
had  never  had  but  one  opinion  on  the  fubje6i.     He  had  conftantly 
and  uniformly  conlidered  univerfal  fuffrage  a&  a  wild  and  ridiculous 
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idea.  When  his  noble  relation,  the  Duke  of  Richmoncii  had  one 
day  taken  pains  to  explsun  his  ideas  on  this  fubje£t,  a  learned  and 
ingenious  friend  of  his  had  fald  to  him,  mth  as  much  truth  as  wit, 
'f  My  Lord,  I  think  the  beft  part  of  your  Grace's  plan  is  its  utter 
imprafticability."  He  had  always  been  of  opinion  that  it  was  im- 
practicable, and  though  he  could  not  agree  with  the  opinion  that  ra- 
ther than  continue  die  prefent  ftateofreprefentation,  he  woidd  incur 
all  the  hazards  bfuniverfal  fuffrage,  yet  he  was  ready  to  fay  that  the 
meafures  of  laft  year,  the  horrid  and  deteftable  profecutions,  the 
fcandalous  fentences  that  had  been  palled,  and  the  fcandalous  way  in 
which  they  had  been  executed,  did  nol  tend  to  make  him  wifti  lefs 
Aan  heretofore  for  fome  reform  that  fhould  proteA  the  country 
againft  Aefe  things.  I  f  the  Habeas  Corpus  aft  were  f ulpended  upon 
fuch  an  argument  as  had  been  ajjvanced  this  night,  and  we  wcreXo 
go  on  ftcp  by  ftep,  as  we  were  threatened,  with  the  introduftion  of 
the  Scotch  criminal  code,  with  the  extinSion,  perhaps,  of  the  trial 
by  jury,  and  he  (bould  then  be  afked  what  was  his  opinion,  he  did 
ROt  know  but  he  fhould  be  ready  to  prefer  any  change  to  fuch  a  hor- 
rid fituation  as  the  country  would  be  then  reduced  to.  He  was  ready 
to  own,  that  the  events  which  had  lately  pafled  in  France,  had 
snade  a  moft  powerful  imprenion  on  his  mind.  He  ihould  not  do 
juftice  to  himfelf,  if  he  did  not  frankly  confefs  that  they  had  ferved 
to  corredl  feveral  opinions  which  he  had  previoufly  held ;  they  had 
alfi>  ferved,  however,  to  confirm  many  former  opinions.  They 
had  convinced  his  mind  of  the  truth  of  an  obfervation  of  Cicero,  one 
of  the  moft  common,  which  is  early  taught  in  our  grammars,  but 
^n^  which,  when  a  boy,  his  heart  revolted.     It  was  this, 

**  Iniquiflimam  paccm  juftiiSrao  bello  antcfcro." 

lie  had,  in  the  ardour  natural  to  youth,  thought  this  a  moft  horrid 
and  degrading  fentiment.  What,  give  up  a  juft  and  glorious  caufe, 
merely  on  account  of  the  dangers,  and,  perhaps,  the  mifcries  of 
)var!  When  he  came  to  maturer  years,  he  thought  the  fentiment  at 
lead  doubtful,  but  he  was  now  ready  to  confefs,  that  the  events 
of  the  French  revolution  had  made  the  wifdom  of  the  fentiment  clear' 
^d  manifeft  to  his  mind.  He  was  ready  to  fay,  that  he  could 
hardly  frame  to  himfelf  the  condition  of  a  people  in  which  be  woul4 
not  rather  covet  to  continue,  than  to  advife  them  to  fly  to  arms, 
and  ftrive  to  feek  redrefs  through  the  upknown  miferies  of  rcvolu* 
tion.  Our  own  glorious  revolution  in  1688  had  happily  been  cxr 
empted  from  all  thefp  horrors;  that  of  1641  hadfhewna  great  deal 
of  thfs  kind  of  calamity,  but  tl>e  French  revolution  had  e^ibitcd 
^hc  fcene  in  its  moft  Ihocking  afpc(Jt.     The  more,  however,  tb^ 
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his  heart  was  weaned  ftom  fach  experiments,  the  more  he  detefted 
and  abhorred  sdl  a£Vs  on  the  part  of  any  Government  which  tended 
to  exafperate  the  people,  to  engender  difcontent,  to  alienate  their 
hearts,  and  to  fpirit  them  tip  to  refi(lance  and  to  the  delire  of  change. 
The  more  he  deprecated  reGftance,  the  more  he  felt  bound  to  oppofe 
all  fbolifh  and  prefumptuous  afts  on  the  part  of  Government,  by 
which  they  expreffed  a  dtfdain  Ibr  the  feelings  of  the  people,  or  by 
which  they  ftrove  to  keep  down  all  complaint  by  inhuman  feveritiesi 
He  was  convinced  that  wife  mfcn,  deliberately  weighing  the  relative 
duties  of  Govcrnmenf  and  people,  and  judging  of  human  nature  as 
it  iSj  would  fee  the  wifdom  of  mutual  conceffions  ;  would  recom- 
mend inceflfant  conciliation,  and  would  deplore  all  meafures  which 
ihouki  exafperate  and  inflame  die  minds  of  the  people,  and  induce 
tfwm  to  wi(h  for  the  horrors  of  a  change.  Nothing  was  fo  clear 
ftoiti  all  the  hiflory  of  England,  as  that  we  had  never  been  fo  for- 
tunate as  when  the  Government  had  conciliated  the  people,  never 
fo  miferablc  as  when  a  wretched  fyftem  of  perfecution  had  been  un- 
hapfnly  and  unwifdy  adopted  by  Minifters.  t^erfecution  had  never 
been  fuccefsful  in  extirpating  oppofition  to  any  fyftem  either  relip- 
ous  or  civil.  It  was  not  merely  the  divinity  of  chriftianity  that  had 
made  k  triumph,  for  other  religions,  certainly  not  divine,  but  which 
were  founded  in  impofture,  as  well  as  a  number  of  the  wildeft  (6^9, 
had  thriven  and  flouriihed  under  perfecution,  on  account,  as  he  be- 
lieved, of  that  very  perfecution.  The  human  mind  was  roufed  by 
opprcflion,  and  fo  far  from  yielding  to  perfecution,  exfcrted  all  its 
energies  in  confequence  of  the  attacks  it  had  to  encounter.  Was 
it  believed,  that  if  there  was  a  party  in  this  country,  who  cherifhed 
in  their  hearts  the  defire  of  reform,  that  the  fen^iment  could  be  ex- 
tirpated by  exercifing  over  the  individuals  legal  feverities  ?  Impotent 
were  the  men  who'tWo«ght  that  opinions  could  be  fo  encountered. 
There  were  fome  things  that  were  moft  fuccefsfiilly  vanquiflied  by 
ncgleft.  America  held  out  to  us  the  true  courfe  and  the  wife  plan 
to  be  purfued.  Let  us,  like  her,  demonftrate  to  every  man  the 
bleffit^s  of  our  fyftem.  Let  us  fhew  that  we  not  only  are  convin- 
ced that  it  is  good,  but  that  it  will  bear  to  be  examined  and  com- 
pared with  any  other  fyftem.  Let  us  make  the  people  proud  to 
court  comparifon,  and  ftrive  rather  to  add  new  bleftings  to  thofe 
they  enjoy,  than  to  abridge  thofe  which  they  already  poffefs.  Let 
us  diink  for  a  moment  what  muft  be  the  joy  which  this  meafure,  if 
atbpted  in  this  country,  will  produce  in  France  ?  How  will  it  be  re- 
ceived in  the  Convention  ?  Barrere  will,  no  doubt,  triumphantly 
hold  it  forth  as  a  proof  that  all  the  ftories  which  he  has  tried  to  pro- 
pagate in  France,  of  there  being  a  party  in  this  country  favourabk 
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to  them,  ore  true.     At  laft  he  will  fay,  it  had  broke  out  to  fuch  a 
height  that  Minifters  could  no  longer  think  the  Government  fafe, 
and  had  found,  it  neceffary  to  fufpendthe  Conftitution,  in  order  to 
prote6t  the  State  againft  the  French  party.     If  any  accounts  of  the 
true  date  of  this  kingdom  had  reached  France,  which  told  themdut 
we  were  united  almoA  as  one  man  againft  all  doctrines  which  led  to 
anarchy,  Barrere  would  hold  up  this  meafure  in  c(Hitradi<Stion  to 
this  faithful  report,  and  lay  that  it  was  obvious  there  muft  be  a 
formidable  party  in  England  in  favour  of  French  dodrines,  when 
one  of  the  moft  beautiful  branches  of  our  boafted  Conftitution  was 
to  be  lopped  from  the  tree.     Nay,  though  he  for  one  had  always 
treated  with  fcorn  the  idea  of  an  invafion,  he  aiked  thofe  who  held 
out  this  fear  to  the  country,  if  any  thing  could  be  more  likely  to  in- 
duce the  French  to  undertake  fuch  an  enterprife  than  by  thus  giving 
to  them  the  impreffion  that  we  were  threatened  with  an  infurreflion 
at  home !  Some  words  had  pafled,  as  if  he  had  the  night  before  faid 
that  he  would  withdraw  his  attendance  from  the  Houfe.    He  thought 
it  incumbent  upon  him  to  fay,  that  he  (hould  aft  in  that  refpeft,  as 
upon  refledtion  he  felt  it  to  be  his  duty  to  his  conftituents.    He  had 
certainly  not  faid  that  he  (hould  withdraw  from  the  Houfe.     He 
concluded  with  a  ftrong  admonition  to  the  Houfe  on  die  prefent 
alarming  meafure.     tte  faw  it  was  to  pafs  ;  that  farther  efTort  was 
vain  ;  that  the  precipitation  with  which  it  was  hurried  on,  made  it 
idle  for  him  to  hope  that  argument  would  induce  them  to  hefitate ; 
and  all  that  remained  for  him  was  to  pronounce  his  folemn  proteft 
againft  a  meafure  pregnant  with  confequences  fo  fatal  to  the  eftab- 
liflied  order,  and  ftrength  and  freedom  of  the  country. 
.  Mr.  Chancellor  PITT  faid,  that  from  the  latenefs  of  the  hour, 
and  having  little  inclination  to  go  much  at,  length  into  a  queftion 
that  had  already  been   fo  fully  difcuffed,  hcf  meant  to  detain  the 
Houfe  but  a  very  (hort  time  indeed  ;  the  able  manner  in  which  the 
bill  had  been  defended  and  argued  by  his  honourable  friends  that 
night,  made  it  unneceffary  for  him  to  fay  much.     The  right  ho- 
nourable gentleman  had  begun  and  concluded  his  fpeech,  with  hold-^ 
ing  out,  as  an  undeniable  argument,  that  this  meafure  went  to  im* 
pair  materially,  if  not  entirely  to  deftroy,  the  conftitution  of  this 
country — a  mode  of  rcafoning  that  he  cotild  never  allow  to  pafs 
without  a  reply  ;  and,  purfuing  this  ftrain  of  argument,   had  pro- 
nounced, in  very  fine  language^  a  moft  pathetic  funeral  oration  on 
the  fuppofcd  departed  rights  and  liberties  of  Britifti  fubjedls,  which 
he  ftated  as  having  expired  with  the  prefent  bill — a  bill,  in  his 
mind,  nothing  ftrongcr  or  worfe  than  what  had  been  known,  from 
experience,  and  the  praftice  of  our  anceftors,  to  be  a  wife  and  pro* 
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pcrmcafure,  when  any  cafe  exifted  that  made  fuch  a  meafure  ne* 
ccffaty*  This  neceflity,  however  difficult  it  might  be  to  convince 
the  right  honourable  gentleman  of  it,  (who  was  not  apt  to  be  alarm- 
ed in  any  fituation)  he  trufted,  was  fully  made  out,  to  the  fatisfac- 
tion  of  all  thofe  who  had  given  thcmfelves  the  trouble  to  beftow  the 
Icaft  confideration  on  the  fubjefl  j  and  that  neccffity  being  proved 
to  exift.  It  came  then  to  be  coniickred  whether  it  was  of  a  degree 
fuffident  to  juftify  the  fufpenfion  of  the  Habeas  Corpus  aft  ?  which 
was,  properly  fpeaking,  the  only  queftion  before  the  Houfe.  He 
granted  that  this  was  a  meafure  of  great  importance,  and  a  remedy 
only  to  be  applied  when  the  cafe  was  fo  uigent  as  to  require  it,  as 
he  thought  the  prefent  did.  Therefore,  the  fair  ftate  of  this  queftion, 
which  gentlemen  had  to  put  to  their  own  minds,  was  limply  this. 
Whether  the  danger  with  which  flie  Conftitution  and  the  Govern^ 
ment  of  this  country  was  threatened,  by  the  praAices  now  expofed, 
was  or  was  not  greater  than  any  danger  that  could  refult  from  putting 
into  the  hands  of  the  Executive  Government  a  more  than  ordinaiy 
degree  of  power,  in  order  to  refill  what  they  coniidered,  and  Par* 
liament  coniidered,  as  a  very  alarming  confpiracy  in  this  country? 
The  right  honourable  gentleman  had  carried  his  argument  fo  far  as 
to  ftate,  that  if  this  bill  paflfed,  it  at  once  took  away  all  the  rights  of 
the  people,  and  privileges  of  Parliament ;  a  doctrine  which  he  never 
could  admit,  by  whatever  ability  or  eloquence  it  might  be  fupported* 
But  on  this  point  it  was  an  important  confideration,  which  had  not 
at  all  been  touched  upon  by  any  of  the  honourable  gentlemen  who 
aigued  againft  this  bill,  that  it  was  only  a  temporary  meafure, 
adapted  to  an  exifiing  evil,  and  continuing  in  force  for  only  a  little 
more  than  fix  months,  to  inveft  the  Executive  Government  with  a 
temporary  difcretionary  power  of  imprifoning  perfons  for  that  time, 
upon  well-grounded  fufpicion,  without  brii^ingthem  to  trial ;  all  the 
rights  of  the  people,  and  all  the  privities  of  Parliament,  remaining 
uninterruptedly  the  fame,  and  attaching  all  the  while  the  fame  re« 
fponfibility  upon.Minifters  that  they  were  liable  to  in  every  other 
fituation  where  they  aded,  and  placing  them  in  a  fituation  equally 
anfwerable  for  any  abufe  of  that  difcretionary  power,  fbould  they  be 
guilty  of-any  abufe  of  it.  Stating  the  queftion  in  this  view,  which 
was  the  real  and  proper  fiate  of  it,  could  any  gentleman  think  that 
all  the  liberties  of  the  fubjeft  and  the  privileges  of  Parliament  were 
fo  completely  done  away  by  fuch  a  bill,  as  to  make  it  a  queftion  whe- 
ther a  Member  of  Parliament  ought  or  ought  not  to  give  up  his  at- 
tendance in  Parliament  to  the  interefts  of  his  conftituents  ?  He  would 
not  do  thofe  honourable  gentlemen  the  injuftice  to  fuppofe  that  any 
of  them  thought  fo  for  a  moment;  and  it  would  not  be  doing  juftice 
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to  their  own  charaAers,  were  they  to  make  any  ftch  declaration. 
The  right  honourable  gentleman,  and  thofe  who  argued  on  the  feme 
fide^  had  contended  that  in  this  and  other  meafvires  of  Government 
there  was  a  ftrong  imitation  of  the  French  fyftem ;  upon  what  grounds 
they  knew  beft,  but  hitherto  they  had  never  ment'ioned  tJiehi  to  the 
Houfe.     Where  was  the  comparifon  to  be  found  ?  He  would  beg 
of  Gentlemen  to  attend  for  a  little  to  the  ftate  of  the  two  countries. 
Here  a  cafe  was  Aated,  and  nnade  out,  proving  that  there  was  a 
party  in  this  country,  who  avowedly  aimed  at  the  dcftrudiion  of  all 
civilized  order,  the  annihilation  of  Parliament,  and  the  total  fub- 
vcrfion  of  the  Britilh  Conftitution  itfelf,  by  introducing  that  abomi- 
nable and  ruinous  fyftem  of  Jacobinifm  which  had  proved  fo  fatal 
to  France,  and  threatened  the  deftrucStion  of  every  eftablilhed  Go- 
vernment in  Europe.     This  being  the  cafe  ftated,  it  was  intended 
to  oppofe  this  confpiracy  by  a  legal  and  limited  meafure,  of  a  nature 
which  the  experience  and  wifdom  of  our  anceftors  had  approved  and 
found  moft  beneficial.     What,  then,  was  to  be  compared  to  this 
in  the  iituation  of  France,  under  the  influence  of  the  prefent  ruling 
power  in  that  country,  mifcalled  a  Government,  a  power  which, 
to  fupport  its  reprobated,  deteftable,  and  prefumptuous  ufurpation, 
had  recourfe  to  every  ftratagem  that  fraud,  robbery,  and  injuflice, 
could  fuggeft.     It  was,  therefore,  unfair  to  impofc  any  fuch  com- 
parifon upon  the  Houfe,  for,  in  the  prefent  inftance,  they  were  do- 
ing no  more  than,  by  Englifli principles,  refifting  French  crimes; 
and  there  could  not  be  found  the  leaft  analogy  or  imitation  that  war- 
ranted fuch  a  comparifon.     The  right  honourable  gentleman  had 
then  proceeded,  in  the  climax  of  his  imagination,  to  forefee  and 
augur  confequences  the  moft  portentous,  ominous,  and  inaufpicious, 
from  the  aiguments  of  the  right  honourable  gentleman  who  fat  near 
him ;  and  taking  this  as  the  firft  ftep  of  the  ladder  towards  the  de- 
ftru6lion  of  the  Conftitution,  feemed  terribly  afraid  about  the  extent 
to  which  it  migh  the  carried  ;  and  on  this  point  he  had  produced  ano- 
ther fingular  argument,  which  was,  that  becaufe  all  the  meafures 
that  had  yet  been  taken  had  not  checked  the  evil  to  which  they  were 
applied  as  a  remedy,  we  ought  therefore  not  to  perfevcre  in  endea- 
vouring to  get  the  better  of  it,  by  any  ftronger  means  that  may  be 
fuppofed  more  efficacious.     But  here  it  might  be  afked,  whether  if 
thofe  meafures  had  not  been  taken,  and  the  vigilance  of  Government 
exerted,  the  evils  complained  of  might  not  have  been  much  greater 
now  than  they  really  were  ?  and  whether  if  no  fteps  had  been  taken 
during  the  laft  two  years,  we  ftiould  have  enjoyed  the  tranquillity 
that  had  prevailed  for  that  period.     We  (hould  have  beeh  hunying 
en  to  the  fame  fcene>  of  mifchief  which  had  now  been  opened  to  the 
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coundy,  Ae  oonfequences  of  all  yhich  we  had  been  faved  (rom  hf 
the  vigilance  of  Parliament  and  ^he  exertions  of  Government,  af* 
lifted  by  the  general  and  prevailin^opinjons  of  the  country.     The 
right  honourable  gentleman  had  theniaud,  thkt  if  we  dreaded  all  that 
our  sdamosiiad  fuggefted,  and  found  that  the  meafures  adopted  laft 
year  had  not  fucceeded  in  checking  thofe  parties,  we  ought  not  to 
pcrfcverc  by  more  fevcre  meafures,  when  there  was  reafon  to  think 
that  fuch  meafures  had  been  of  little  avail,  and  that  thofe  of  a  cooler 
and  more  moderate  nature  would  have  been  more  adequate ;  but  to 
what  did  the  right  honourable  gentleman  mean  to  apply  thofe  mild 
and  moderate  remedies  ?  Did  he  fuppofe  that  the  progrefs  of  a  Jaco- 
bine  Convention,  were  it  to  be  once  eftabli(hed  in  this  country,  was 
to  be  flopped,  and  its  oonfequences  avoided,  by  indulgence  and  con* 
ceflkm  ?  Or  that  indulgence  and  conceiTion  was  fit  to  be  applied  as  a 
remedy  to  fo  daring  an  attempt  upon  the  exiflence  of  the  Conftitution* 
The  ri^t  honourable  gentleman  wiflies  to  preferve  the  Britiih  Con- 
ftitution  as  it  is,  but  certainly  that  cannot  be  while  the  fyftems  of 
thofe  Societies  meet  with  indulgence  and  conceiTion.      For  their 
own  language  clearly  expreffes  that  they  will  make  no  compromife 
with  you ;  and  it  mufl  be  as  clear,  fiom  their  proceedings,  that  no 
indulgence  or  conceflion  can  be  given  them  (hort  of  a  furrender  of 
every  thing  that  is  valuable  in  the  Britifh  Conftitudon.     It  then 
muft  be  allowed  that  refiflance,  and  the  ftrongeft  refiflance  tfiat  can 
be  made,  is  abfolutely  nccelTary,  notwithflanding  all  that  had  been 
(o  prophetically  augured  againfl  fevere  meafures,  even  in  extreme . 
cafes.     The  right  honourable  gentleman  had  faid,  if  there  arc  fuch 
perfons, '  to  be  fure  you  cannot  like  them  ;  but  never  think  that  by 
pcrfecution  you  will  get  the  better  of  opinions,  whatever  they  may 
be.    Now  if  this  fort  of  toleration  to  perfons  of  the  defcription  which 
the  Members  of  thofe  Societies  were  proved  to  be,  was  to  be  given, 
what  did  it  anlount  to?  Nothing  but  tderation  of  the  word  pieces 
of  anarchy,  fedition,  and  treafon.     In  his  idea  about  perfecuting 
for  political  opinions,  the  right  honourable  gentleman  needed  not  to 
fuppofe  that  there  was  any  particular  intention,  by  this  bill,  to  go 
too  great  a  length  in  that  way ;  and,  once  for  all,  to  anfwer  that 
queftion,  of  "  where  are  you  to  ftop  r"  he  would  fay,  that  the  pcr- 
fecution, in  no  inftance,  ought  to  extend  beyond  what  the  neceffity 
of  the  cafe  required ;  and  the  temporary  means  propofed  by  this  bill 
might  be  fuppofed  the  beft  remedy  in  the  prefent  cafe.     He  came 
next  to  thofe  pdnts  on  which  the  right  honourable  gentleman  had 
argued  at  greater  length  than  he  thought  neceffary,  vix.  the  degree 
of  neceffity  that  exifled,  the  proofs  of  that  neceffity,  and  the  nature 
of  the  remedy  applied '  to  the  dafe.     All  thefe  points  he  confidered 
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the  Houfe  to  be  perfeflly  fatisficd  about,  and  faw  no  rcafon  the  li^t 
horioiirable  gentleman  had  to  introduce  into  that  part  of  Ws  fpeech  fo 
much  in  favour  of  the  right  which  the  people  had  to  meet  for  legal 
purpofes,  and  in  a  conftitutional  way,  nor  their  right  to  petition  Par- 
liament for  a  reform  in  the  reprefentation  of  the  people,  becaufe 
thefe  were  points  that  never  were  difputed,  and  had  no  conncdtion 
with  the  queftion  before  the  Houfe. 

With  regard  to  the  policy  of  fuch  an  application  to  Parliament, 
when  that  queftion  was  regularly  before  the  Houfe  laft  year,  he  had 
fufEciently  explained  himfelf  on  the  fubje<9:  of  parliamentary  refonii, 
and  his  opinions  were  ftill  the  fame.  He  denied  that  there  was  any 
analogy  between  focieties  for  reform  in  Parliament,  with  an  inten- 
tion legally  and  conftitutionally  to  improve  the  reprefentation,  and 
the  Convention  propofed  by  thofe  Jacobin  focieties  for  the  deftruc- 
tion  of  Parliament,  not  its  improvement ;  that  the  latter  was  the 
dcfign  of  thofe  focieties  was  clearly  proved  on  the  authority  of  their 
own  records ;  the  bulk  of  them  did  not  even  pretend  that  reform 
was  tlieir  wifti  or  objcdt ;  fuch  a  meafure  was  not  in  their  minds 
nor  their  mouths,  neither  did  their  adtions  in  any  way  correfpond 
with  thofe  of  men  who  really  meant  well  to  their  country.  To 
give  any  fandlion  to  them,  under  the  idea  that  their  objeft  was  a 
legal  and  conftitutional  reform,  was  too  ridiculous  a  thing  to  merit  a 
moment's  notice ;  as  well  might  they  talk  of  admitting  legal  confpi- 
racies  and  legal  aflaflinations,  as  that  thofe  focieties  had  any  legal 
purpofe  whatever  in  their  fyftem.  To  corroborate  his  ailment  on 
this  point,  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  referred  to  the  Report, 
and  read  extrafts  from  the  proceedings  of  the  Society  for  Conftitu- 
tional Information,  and  the  London  Correfponding  Society,  which 
he  contended  were  the  mainfprings  in  this  deftrudtive  fyftem,  which 
called  for  fuch  immediate  and  powerful  refiftance.  What  he  had 
read  from  their  own  books,  he  thought,  proved  fufficiendy  that 
it  was  from  hypocrify  only,  that  they  made  ufe  of  parliamentary  re- 
form as  a  pretext  for  their  real  and  mifchievous  defigns ;  and  the 
papers  infertcd  in  the  Report,  were,  in  his  mind,  a  complete  an- 
fwer  to  all  who  confounded  them  with  reformers  of  Parliament,  and 
likewife  to  thofe  who  had  faid  that  the  Report  contained  no  new  mat- 
ter whatever.  He  then  proceeded  t6  read  more  extrafts  from  the 
Correfponding  Society.  In  one  of  their  proceedings  they  appoint  a 
Committee  to  watch  over  the  proceedings  of  Parliament,  with  a 
view  to  controul  whatever  may  appear  to  them  improper  conduft, 
and  which  they  are  to  do  during  the  fitting  of  their  intended  Con- 
vention, exprefling  at  the  fame  time,  that  as.no  redrefs  of  dieir 
grievances  was  to  be  expcded  from  that  quarter,  it  was  their  dut 
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to  repel  tyranny  by  the  fame  means  by  which  it  was  fupported.     On 
this  point  he  was  aftonifhed  to  hear  the  fame  aiguments  ufcd  by  the 
n^t  honourable  gentleman  which  had  been  ufed  on  a  former  ni^t, 
refpe6Kng  the  right  which  the  people  at  large  had  to  watch  over  the 
proceedings  of  Parliament,  and  to  interfere  when  any  meafure  was 
going  forward  which  they  might  conceive  to  be  again  A  their  interefts. 
What  aftonifhed  him  was  that  any  thing  of  this  fort  (hould  be  offer- 
ed as  a  palliation  for  the  conduft  of  this  fociety :  fur  after  their  union 
with  the  other  in  the  fame  fyftem  and  objefts,  they  avowedly  came 
to  refolutions  not  to  appeal  or  apply  to  Parliament  for  redrefs  of  their 
fuppofed  grievances,  but  proceed  to  ads  of  authority  and  controul 
Qver  the  funtHons  of  Parliament.     He  then  faid,  with  regard  to 
nothii^  new  beii^  in  the  Report,    that  there  was  certainly  enough 
proved  by  it,  and  whether  the  proofs  were  old  or  new,  provided  they 
fubftantiated  the  grounds  upon  which  the  alarm,  took  place,  it  was 
of  little  confequence.     However,  they  were  not  all  old,  for  until 
the  feizure  of  thofe  papers,  the  correfpondence  with  the  club  at 
Norwich  had  never  been  known,  and  it  was  one  of  the  moft  impor- 
tant difcoveries  that  thofe  papers  contained,  as  it  brought  to  light  the 
general  intention  of  affembling  tlieir  Jacobin  Convention.     As  to 
what  had  been  known  two  years  ago,  could  any  body  fay  that  thefe 
tranfadions  were  unconnedled  with  the  fubfequent  and  progrcflive 
proceedings  of  thofe  focieties,  and  did  not  form  a  very  material  part 
of  that  chain  of  conduS  which  it  was  neceffary  to  trace  from  its 
origin  down  to  the  prefent  moment  ?     One  part  of  the  right  ho- 
nourable gentleman  had  allowed  to  be  new ;  he  thought  the  whole 
was  new  ;  but  he  meant  that  part  which  ftated  that  thefc  focieties 
were  preparing  arms  to  be  put  into  the  hands  of  thofe  who  were  to 
cany  their  meafures  into  execution.      But  it  had  been  curioufly  ob- 
jefted  to  this  article,  that  not  being  in  the  body  of  the  Report,  but 
given  feparately,    it  was  not  to  be  depended  upon  as  fo  authentic. 
To  this  he  would  anfwer,  that  this  piece  of  information  was  cajuiti- 
oufly  given,  becaufe  the  Committee  had  not  at  the  time  the  Report 
was  made  up,  been  able  to  make  fo  full  an  inquiry  as  the  impor- 
tance of  the  fubjeft  required :  they  however  were  convinced  now 
that,  they  would  foon  be  in  poffeffion  of  fuch  information  as  might 
lead  them  to  propofe  to  Parliament  fome  farther  meafures  refpeSing 
that  article.     Another  reafon  for  making  it  a  feparate  article  was, 
that  the  full  information  contained  in  the  Report  refpeding  the  in- 
tended Convention,  was,  in  their  minds,  fufficient  to  warrant  the 
proceedings  that  were  intended  to  be  founded  upon  it.     Then,  as 
to  the  propriety  of  the  remedy,  without  again  recurring  to  the  argu- 
ments ufed  againft  perfecution  for  matters  of  opinion,   he  would 
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ihortly  fay,  the  remedy  amounted  to  nothing  elfe  bat  putting  a  legal 
reflraint  on  criixunal  adions.  The  prefent  amounted,  in  his  qpi- 
nion,  to  a  confpiracy  of  that  nature  which  was  an  equal,  if  not  a 
much  flronger  reafon  for  fufpending  the  Habeas  Corpus  a£l  dian  the 
cafes  of  invafion  and  rebellion,  which  had  been  alluded  to.  Mr. 
Chancellor  Pitt  here  feemed  to  exprefs  fomc  degree  of  furprife  that 
Mr.  Fox  ftiould  have  afchbed  the  fuccefs  of  the  Chriflian  religion 
to  pure  human  a6ti(»i,  and  not  to  the  divinity  of  its  inftitution.— 
And  laftly,  he  came  to  that  part  of  the  right  honourable  gentleman's 
4)eech  which  noticed  the  effedt  which  this  meafure  would  have 
upcm  our  enemies,  but  firft  he  would  (hew  how  it  would  afiefl  our 
own  domefiic  enemies — it  happened  that  the  paffing  of  a  Habeas 
Corpus  bill  was  the  very  firft  meafure  that  they  had  fixed  upon  as  a 
iignal  to  aflemble  their  Convention  and  put  their  fchemes  in  prac- 
tice. Now  if  this  bill  was  paficd  before  this  doctrine  of  theirs  was 
promulgated  either  at  home  or  to  our  fweign  enemies,  it  might  ea% 
be  guefled  what  would  be  the  efFeft  upon  this  defperate  fet  of  men. 
With  regard  to  the  meafure  being  a  likely  one  to  invite  the  French 
to  invade  us,  -the  right  honourable  gentleman  had  fpoken  boldly  and 
nobly  on  that  head,  when  he  faid  that  he  did  not  dread  an  invaiion, 
but  would  not  invite  one.  In  this  opinion  he  moft  perfedtly  agreed 
with  the  right  honourable  gentleman ;  the  material  difference  be- 
tween them  was  this,  that  he  believed  the  efFefl  would  be  quite 
otherwifc  on  our  French  enemies  ;  and  as  to  difafFedlcd  perfons  in 
tliis  country,  whatever  their  numbers  might  be,  it  was  proper  that 
the  vigilant  exertions  of  the  Executive  Government  fhould  be  at 
leaft  equal  to  their  adivity.  He  concluded  by  defending  the  general 
policy  of  the  meafure,  and  apologifing.to  the  Houfe  for  detainiiig 
them  fo  much  longer  than  he  at  firft  intended. 

Mr,  FOX,  in  explanation,  faid,  the  right  honourable  gendeman 
had  completely  mifunderftood  and  mif-ftated  what  he  had   faid       | 
refpefting  the  Chriftian  religion,  although  he  had  taken  particular       , 
pains  to  make  his  meaning  clear.    What  he  had  faid  was,  that  the 
Chriftian  religion  had  not  been  cruftied  by  perfecution,  but  owed 
part  of  its  fuccefs  to  that  caufe ;  and  that  even  other  religiom, 
founded  on  impoftutc,  had  likewife  fpread  under  perfecution.    He       i 
repeated  what  he  had  faid  refpeSing  a  proper  vigilance  in  the  peo- 
ple, about  the  proceedings  of  l^arliament,  and  their  right  to  affo- 
ciate  for  legal  purpofcs.     He  declared,  if  fuch  a  bill  as  had  beea 
alluded  to  by  his  right  honourable  friend  (Mr.  Windham)  to  afli- 
milate  the  law  of  this  country  to  that  of  Scotland,  was  ever  to  be 
Introduced  into  that  Houfe,  he  fhould  think  it  his  duty  to  affociate 
with  perfons  from  the  different  counties  ^nd  towns  in  England,  to 
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lefift  it  t^  everf  legal  and  ooni^tudonal  means.  With  regard  to 
difafie£ted  perfons,  no  country^  was  without  them,  but  the  bill  was 
holding  out  to  our  enenues^^t  they  were  fo  numerous  as  to  require 
the  ftrongdLejffogct&^fim  Executive  Government  to*  nslift  them. 

Mr.  Chancellor  PITT  expreffed  his  fatisfediion  in  the  explana^ 
tion  given  by  Mr.  Fox,  and  aiTured  him^  that  what  he  had  iaid 
arofe  from  mifconception. 

Mr.  THOMPSON  faid,  he  rofe  not  to  juftify  any  of  the  fo- 
ciedes.  If  they  were  criminal  let  punifhment  fall  where  there  was 
guilt.  He  wifhed  only  to  explain  the  correfpondence  alluded  to  in 
the  Report  of  the  Secret  Committee,  between  the  Correfponding 
Society,  and  the  Society  for  Conftitutional  Information,  of  which 
he  was  a  member.  The  Society  for  Conditutional  Information 
would  not  agree  to  the  ufe  of  the  word  Convention,  which  they 
thought  might  give  a  falfe  impreflion  of  their  intentions,  and  on 
the  Friday  following,  they  refolved  that  they  would  not  fend  dele* 
gates  to  any  meeting.  Why  was  not  diis  refolution  mentioned  in 
the  Report  ?  No  circular  letter  had  been  fent  to  other  focieties  by 
the  Society  for  Conftitutional  Information;  and  he  aiked  the  Chan^ 
ccllor  of  the  Exchequer,  as  a  Member  of  the  Secret  Committee, 
whether  he  did  not  recolleS  having  feen  the  refolution  above-men* 
tioned  in  the  books.  If  he  had  not,  it  muft  have  been  omitted  by 
the  Secretary  either  through  negligence  or  defign. 

Mr.  Chancellor  PITT  admitted  that  no  circular  letters  had  been 
fent  by  the  Society  for  Conftitutional  Information.  The  books  of 
the  fociety  appeared  to 'be  kept  with  the  utmoft  regularity  in  point  of 
form.  He  did  not  recoiled  whether  or  not  they  contained  any  fuch 
refolution  as  the  honourable  gendeman  had  fiated,  and  wiihed  him 
to  mention  the  date. 

Mr.  THOMPSON  faid,  he  did  not  rccollea  the  date,  but  was 
certain  as  to  the  fa6t ;  and  if  the  refoludon  (Hd  not  appear  on  the 
books  the  Secretary  muA  have  fuppreflfed  it. 

Mr.  GREY  fsid,  this  was  a  new  faA  to  prove  the  whole  Report 
of  the  Secret  Committe  a  fcandalous  impofture.  A  Member  of  the 
Houfe  had  ftatcd  a  rcfolution^  to  which  he  himfelf  was  a  witnefs. 
Could  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  deny  that  it  was  upon  the 
i)ooks  i  To  fay  that  he  did  not  know,  was  to  fey  that  the  Committee 
had  reported  to  the  Houfe  on  the  contents  of  papers  which  they 
themfelves  had  not  examined. 

Mr.  Chancellor  PITT  faid,  he  fliould  give  no  anfwer  to  a  quef- 
tion  put  in  fuch  a  tone. 

Mr.  CUR  WEN  obferved  on  the  raihnefs  with  vrfiich  the  Houfe 
was  proceeding,  without  afcertaining  fadts.     He  bad  quitted  the  So^ 
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ciety  of  the  Friends  of  the  People  on  no  fufpicion  that  the  gentlemen 
who  remained  in  it  would  fufFer  themfelves  to  be  mifled,  and  was 
ftill  the  advocate  of  parliamentary  reform. 

Major  MAITLAND  faid,  the  arguments  for  the  bill,  as  far  as 
they  depended  on  the  condu<9:  of  one  of  the  focieties,  were  now  ad- 
mitted  to  be  falfc ;  and  the  Report  of  the  Secret  Committee  was 
contradided  in  a  point  of  faft  by  the  only  Member  of  the  Houfe  who 
could  fpeak  to  it  of  his  own  knowledge. 

Mr.  JEKYLL  fuggefted  to  the  Houfe  that  it  had  been  completely 
mifled,  and  was  going  to  vote  away  all  that  was  left,  to  diftinguifh 
us  from  a  defpotic  Government,  upon  erroneous  ftatements.  After 
the  information  afforded  by  Mr.  Thompfon,  and  which  there  was 
no  attempt  to  difprove  on  the  other  fide  of  the  Houfe,  he  had  a 
right  to  alTume  that  the  papers  contained  in  the  Report,  were  not 
thofe  that  belonged  to  the  Conftitutional  Society.  That  their  Secre- 
tary, or  fome  other  perfpn,  had  been  bribed  to  fubftitute  falfe  papers 
inftead  of  thofe  that  were  genuine— and  that  the  whole  was  a  forgery 
and  imj)ofturfe  of  die  fame  kind,  and  with  no  better  objeft  than  thofe 
of  Titus  Oates.  In  order  to  make  the  neceflfary  inquiry,  he  moved 
that  the  debate  be  adjourned. 

Straogers  were  ordered  to  withdraw,  after  which  the  debate  con- 
tinued for  fome  time  with  great  warmth  ;  and  the  Houfe  divided- 
Ayes  33  Noes  183. 

After  the  divifion-  an  altercation  took  place  oh  the  re-admiflion 
of  ftrangers. 

Mr.  Chancellor  PITT  infifted  on  the  doors  being  kept  fhut. 

The  difcufTion  on  the  mifreprefentation  of  the  proceedings  in  the 
Society  for  Conftitutional  Information,  as  ftated  by  Mr.  Thompfon, 
was  revived.  It  was  faid,  in  ftrong  terms,  that  the  Secret  Com- 
mittee had  fidfified  or  mifquoted  the  books  of  the  fociety. 

Lord  Mulgrave  and  Mr.  Jenkinfon  returned  from  a  re-examina- 
tion of  the  books. 

Mr.  SHERIDAN,  Mr.  CURWEN,and  Major  MAITLAND, 
contended  that  from  the  ftatement  of  the  Members  of  the  Secret 
Committee,  there  was  an  acknowledged  error  or  impofition  in  their 
Report. 

Mr.  Chancellor  PITT  confeffed  that  there  was  a  miftake,  but 
denied  that  it  was  intentional,  or  of  fufficient  confequence  to  juftify 
poftponing  the  pafling  of  the  bill. 

Mr.  WINOkAM,  with  great  warmth,  defended  the  Secret 
Committee. 

Mr.  GREY  juftified  his  former  expreflions,  in  his  queftion  to 
Mr.  Pitt,  and  retorted  with  great  feverity. 
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He  was  called  to  order  by  General  SMITH,  and  the  Speaker 
interpofed.  ^ 

Mr.  FOX  inlifted  diat  the  deteftion  of  this  error,  if  error  it  muft 
be  called,  was  a  new  proof  that  the  Report  of  the  Secret  Committee 
was  founded  on  impodure. 

The  bill  being  read  a  third  time, 

Mr.  HARRISON  moved,  that  the  following  claufe  fhould  be 
added  by  way  of  rider : 

"  And  be  it  further  enadled,  That  if  any  pcrfon  fhall  be  com- 
mitted to  prifon  under  the  powers  of  this  aft,  and  fhall  not  be  pro- 
ceeded ^inft  or  indifted  in  the  term  next  after  fuch  commitment; 
fuch  perfon  (hall  be  delivered  or  admitted  to  bail  in  like  manner  as. 
if  the  a<9:  had  not  been  made." 

Which  was  negatived  without  a  divifion. 

After  farther  debate,  the  gallery  ftill  continuing  fhut,  the  Houfe 
divided  on  the  queftion  that  the  bill  do  pafs. 

Ayes  146  Noes  28. 

Mr.  Chancellor  PITT  then  moved  an  addrefs  of  thanks  for 
His  Majeily's  Meflagc  ;  and  that  a  copy  of  the  Report  of  the  Secret 
Committee  be  fent  to  the  Lords. 

Mr.  SHERIDAN  moved,  that  the  Report  be  printed,  which, 
after  fome  converfation,  was  agreed  to.     The  Houfe  adjourned. 

LIST  of  die  MINORITY  who  divided  on  the  MOTION  to 
ADJOURN  to  prevent  the  third  reading  of  the  bill  to  fufpend 
the  HABEAS  CORPUS  ACT,  on  Saturday,  May  1 7,  1 794 : 

Fox,  kight  Hon.  Charles  James        Spencer,  Lord  Robert 

Maitland,  Hon.  T,  Byng,  George 

Howard,  Henry  Cur  wen,  J.  C 

Hufley,  William  Rawdon,  Hon.  John 

Jekyll,  Jofcph  Aubrey,  Sir  John 

Baring,  Sir  Francis  Church,  J-  B. 

Wycombe,  Earl  of  Weftcrn,  C.  C, 

Harrifon,  John  Thompfon,  Thomas 

North,  Dudley  Bouverie,  Edward 

Sturt,  Charles  Vyncr,  R. 

Antonie,  Lee  Fletcher,  Sir  H. 

Lambton,  H.    *  Fitzpatrick,  General 

Tarleton,  Colonel  Erflcme,  Hon.  Thomas 

Courtenay,  John  Milbanke,  Ralph 

fiurch,  J.  K.  Hare,  James 

St.  John,  St.  Andrew  Francis,  Philip 

Taylor,  M.  A.  Ruffell,  Lord  William^ 

Milnes,  R.  S.  Jervoifc,  Clerke  Jervoifc 
Wihningtpn,  Sir  Ed. 

TELLERS. 

Sheridan,  R,  2.  Grey,  Charles 
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Additional  NfEMBERS  who  voted  or  the  SECOND  DIVISION 

in  Adjoununent  the  fame  Day. 

Cavendiih,  Lord  G.  H.  Smith»  William 

WhartoD}  John  Howeili  David 

Mondt^y  X^th  May. 

Mr.  Secretary  DUNDAS  faid,  he  fliould  on  fomc  future  day 
move  the  thard^s  of  the  Houfe  to  Sir  Charles  Grey  and  Sir  John 
Jervis,  and  all  the  officers  and  men  under  their  command,  for  their 
eminent  fervices  in  the  Weft  Indies ;  but  as  he  was  now  up^  he 
wifiied  to  know  of  an  honourable  gentleman  oppolite  to  him  (Mr. 
Sheridan),  whether  he  intended  to'  bring  forward  the  motion  he  had 
given  notice  of  to-day  ;  for  if  he  did,  and  the  matter  was  likely  to 
pixx:eed  to  much  length,  he  ihould  be  under  the  neceflity  of  moving 
an  adjournment  of  the  Houfe,  for  it  was  not  in  his  power  to  attend 
to-day. 

Mr.  SHERIDAN  faid,  his  motion  would  not  be  very  long ; 
and  he  hoped  it  would  not  require  much  difcuflion,  for  he  had 
hopes  the  right  honourable  gentleman  would  agree  to  it ;  at  the 
fame  time,  as  the  right  honourable  gentleman  could  not  attend 
to.day,  he  fhould  defer  it. 

The  Houfe  adjourned. 

Tuefdayj   loth  May, 

Received  a  meflage  from  the  Lords  that  they  would  proceed  in 
the  trial  of  Warren  Haftings^  Efq.  to-morrow,  at  two  o'clock 
precifcly. 

Alfo,  that  they  had  received  the  books  and  papers  prefented  by 
the  Houfe  of  Commons,  and  being  defiious,  at  all  times,  of  hav- 
ing a  friendly  correfpondence  with  that  Houfe,  more  efpecially  at 
the  prefent  alarming  and  dangerous  crifis,  they  would  therefore  re- 
turn the  books  and  papers  at  any  time  they  might  be  requefted  fo  ^ 
do,  or  as  they  might  be  wanted  by  the  Commons. 

Mr.  SHERIDAN  remarked,  that  there  was  fomething  lingular 
in  their  Lordlhips'  meflage,  for  they  only  faid,  they  would  not 
put  the  papers  in  their  pockets,  but  were  ready  to  return  them. 
They  were  filent  as  to  any  meafures  they  had  adopted^  or  meant  to 
adopt ;  to  him  there  feemed  fomething  enigmatical,  that  a  bill 
hurried  through  that  Houfe  with  fuch  precipitation,  ftiould  flecp  lA 
the  other.  He  was  induced  to  fuppofe,  they  did  not  conceive  thff 
danger  fo  imminent  as  was  apprehended. 

Mr.  Secretary  DUNDAS  faid,  in  the  motion  he  was  about  to 
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propofe,  he  thought  there  could  not  be  any  variation  of  opinion-^ 
He  called  the  attention  of  gentlemen  to  the  fituation  of  our  Wcft^. 
India  Colonies  at  the  clofe  of  the  lad  war,  which  he  ftatcd  to  be 
fuch  as  to  give  our  enemies  evident  fuperiorlry  whenever  a  war 
fhould  again  break  out ;  to  fccure  them  by  a  wife  plan  became  there- 
fore niatter  of  importance.  His  Majefty's  Miniftcrs  accordingly 
very  eafly  directed  an  extenfi>^e  powerful  force  for  their  protcdlion, 
and  the  brilliant  fucceffes  which  had  followed  were  to  be  cxpefled 
from  the  able  and  gallant  oiEcers  who  commanded  It.  *  Mr.  Dundas 
pronounced  an  elegant  panegyric  upon  Sir  Charles  Grey,  *  and  the 
other  commanders,  but,  he  obfcrved,  it  was  not  his  intention  to 
confine  his  motion  of  thanks  to  them  only ;  for  he  regarded  it  as 
fiUying  their  laurels,  not  to  beftow  a  wreath  alfo  on  the  heads  of 
the  other  brave  men  who  (hared  in  the  toils  of  the  day.  He  con- 
eluded  by  moving  the  thanks  of  the  Houfe  to  Sir  Charles  Grey,  Sir 
John  Jervis,  Major-Gcneral  Prince  Edward,  and  Sir  Henry  Dun- 
das, and  to  the  officers,  foldiers,  and  feamen  under  their  command. 

Mr.  SHERIDAN  faid,  he  thought  that  in  a  motion  of  this  fort, 
where  the  moft  perfect  unanimity  would  prevail,  the' right  honour- 
able gentleman  fliould  have  kept  perfecSly  clear  of  any  extraneous 
matter  on  which  there  might  be  difference  of  opinion.  The  right 
honourable  gentleman,  however,  had  entered  into  a  view  of  the 
importance  of  thefe  iflands,  which  he  certainly  was  not  inclined  to 
difcufs  now ;  and  had,  very  modeftly  indeed,  infinuated  fome  de- 
gree of  praife  to  himfelf  and  his  colleagues,  as  to  the  plans,  upon 
which  he  fhould  offer  no  opinion  ;  and  the  choice  of  commanders, 
for  which  Minifters  certainly  deferved  credit ;  he  did  not,  however, 
know  with  what  he  meant  to  contrail  it,  unlcfs  he  alluded  to  ccr-' 
tain  tranfadions  in  the  Mediterranean.  Upon  the  fubjed  of  thanks 
to  the  common  foldiers,  he  certainly  agreed  with  him,  and  he  hoped 
he  ftiould  be  able  to  feel  a  national  pride,  when  he  confidered  that 
a  great  part  of  thefe  were  Iriihmen.  He  concluded,  with  recom- 
mending to  Government,  the  employment  of  the  Irifh  Catholics. 

The  following  refolutions  were  then  feverally  put,  and  palled 
nem,  con* 

That  the  thanks  of  this  ttoufc  be  giveij  to  Sir  Charles  Gr«y,  Knight 
of  the  moft  honourable  Order  of  the  fiath,'  for  hij.late  able,  gallant,  and 
iricritorious  conduct,  in  the  Weft  Indies. 

That  the  thanks  of  this  Houfe  be  given  to  Sir  John  Jervis,  Knight  of 
the  moft  honourable  Order  of  the  Bath,  for  his  late  able,  galUnt,  and 
Itieritorious  condu(5t,  in  the  Weft  Indies. 

That  the  thanks  of  this  Houfe  be  given  to  Ueutenant-General  Pref- 
cott,  His  Royal  Highnefi  Major-Oeneral  Prince  Edward,  and  Ma^or- 
Gencral  Thomas  Dundas,  aad  to  the  fevcraLofficcrs  of  the  army  ur.dec 
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th«  command  of  Sir  Charles  Grey,  for  their  late  gallant  condufi  and 
jneritorious  exertions  in  the  Weil  Indies. 

That  the  thanks  of  this  Houfe  be  given  to  itear-Admiral  Thompfon, 
and  to  the  feveral  Captains  and  Officers  of  the  fleet  under  the  command 
of  Sir  John  Jervis,  for  their  late  gallant  condudt  and  meritorious  exer* 
tions  in  the  Weil  Indies. 

That  this  Houfe  doth  highly  approve  and  acknowledge  the  fervices  of 
the  non-commiiiioned  officers  and  foldiers  in  the  army  ferving  under  Sir 
Charles  Grey,  in  the  Weft  Indies ;  and  that  the  fame  be  fignified  to 
them  by  the  Commanders  of  the  feveral  corps,  who  are  defired  to  thank 
them  for  their  gallant  behaviour. 

That  this  Houfe  doth  highly  approve  and  acknowledge  the  ferviccs  of 
the  failors  and  marines  ferving  on  board  the  fleet  under  the  command  of 
Sir  John  Jervis,  in  the  Wefl  Indies ;  and  that  the  fame  be  lignified  to 
them  by  the  Captains  of  the  feveral  ihips,  who  are  defired  to  thank  them 
for  their  gallant  behaviour. 

Mr.  DUNDAS  then  moved. 

That  Mr.  Speaker  do  fignify  the  faid  Refolutions  to  Sir  Charles  Grey 
and  Sir  John  Jervis. 

PafTed  nem.  fi?H.— The  Houfe  adjourned. 

IVedneJday^   2  \fi  May. 

When  the  Houfe  returned  from  Mr.  Haftings's  trial,  it  was 
counted,  and  only  feven  Members  being  prcfent,  die  Speaker  ad- 
journed it  to  next  day. 

Thurfdayy  22d  May. 

« 

A  meifage  was  received  from  the  Lords,  flating,  that  their  Lord- 
fhips  had  aj^inted  a  Secret  Committee  to  in(pe6t  the  books  and 
papers  fent  firom  the  Secret  Committee  of  the  Houfe  of  Commons, 
and  that  their  Lordfhips  wiflied,  that  the  two  Committees  (hould, 
from  time  to  time,  communicate  with  each  other  thereupon :  and 
an  anfwer,  on  the  motion  of  Mr.  Ellis,  was  fent  to  the  Lords, 
flating,  that  the  Houfe  had  empowered  its  Committee  to  receive 
fuch  communications  from  time  to  time. 

The  Houfe  adjourned. 

Friday f   ^'^d  May. 

Mr.  BURKE.  Mr.  Speaker, — The  licence  of  the  prefcnt 
times  makes  it  very  difficult  to  talk  upon  certain  fubjedls  in  which 
parliamentary  order  is  involved.  It  is  difficult  to  fpeak  of  tfiem 
with  regularity,  or  to  be  filent  with  dignity  Or  wifdom.  All  our 
proceedings  have  been  conftantly  puMiflied,  according  to  Ae  difcre- 
tion  and  ability  of  individuals,  with  impunity,  almoft  ever  fincc  I 
<»«ic  into  Parliament.     By  prefcription  people  had  obtained  fome 
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^ng  like  a  right  to  this  abufe.  I  do  not  juftify  it.  The  abufe 
is  now  growh  fo  inveterate,  that  to  puniih  it  without  a  previous 
notice,  would  have  an  appearance  of  hardship,  if  not  injufticc.— 
Thefe  publications  are  frequently  erroneous  as  well  as  irregular,  but 
fiot  always  fo :  what  they  give  as  reports  and  refolutions  of  this 
Houfe,  have  fometimes  been  fairly  given. 

It  has  not  been  uncommon  to  attack  the  proceedings  of  the 
Houfe  itfelf,  under  colour  of  attacking  thefe  irregular  publications ; 
and  the  Houfe,  notwithftanding  this  colourable  plea,  has,  in  fome 
inihnces,  proceeded  to  puni(h  the  perfons  who  have  thus  infulted  it. 
^— When  a  complaint  is  made  of  a  piratical  edition  of  a  work,  the 
author  admits  that  it  is  his  work  that  is  thus  piratically  publifhed ; 
and  whoever  attacks  the  work  itfelf  in  thefe  unauthorifcd  publica- 
tions, does  not  attack  it  lefs  than  if  he  had  attacked  it  in  an  cdi* 
tion  authorifed  by  the  writer. 

I  underhand,  Sir,  that  in  a  place  which  I  greatly  rcfpedl,  and 
by  a  perfon  for  whom  I  have  likewife  great  refpcft,  a  pamphlet 
publifhed  by  a  Mr.  Debrett,  has  been  very  heavily  cenfured.  That 
pamphlet,  I  hear  (for  I  have  not  read  it)  purports  to  be  a  Report 
made  by  one  of  your  Committoes  to  this  Houfe.  It  has  been  cen- 
fured (as  I  am  told)  by  die  perfon^  and  in  the  place  I  have  men- 
tioned, in  very  har(h  and  very  unqualified  terms.  It  has  been 
faid,  and  fo  far  very  truly,  that  ^1  timc^  and  particularly  at  this 
time,  it  is  neceffary  for  the  prefervation  of  order  and  the  execution 
of  the  law,  that  the  characters  and  reputation  of  the  Judges  of  the 
Courts  in  Weftminfter  Hall  fhould  be  kept  in  the  highcft  degree  of 
refpeft  and  reverence  ;  and  that  in  this  pamphlet,  defcribed  by  the 
name  of  a  libel,  the  charafters  and  coqduft  of  thofe  Judges  upon  9 
late  occafion  had  been  afperfed,  as  ariiing  from  ignorance  or  co- 
ruption. 

Sir,  I  think  it  impofTible,  combining  all  the  circumilances,  not 
to  fuppofe,  that  this  fpeech  does  not  refledl  upon  a  Report  which, 
by  an  Order  of  the  Committee  on  which  I  ferved,  I  had  the  ho- 
nour of  prcfenting  to  this  Houfe. — For  any  thing  improper  in  that 
Report  I  am  refponfible,  as  well  as  the  other  Members  of  the 
Committee,  to  this  Houfe  only.  The  matters  contained  in  i^, 
and  the  obfervadons  upon  them,  are  fubmitted  to  the  wifdom  of  thp 
Houfe,  that  it  may  a<St  upon  both  in  the  time  and  manner  that  tp 
your  judgement  may  feem  moft  expedient,  or  that  yoi|  may  not  ad 
upon  them'  at  all,  if  you  fhould  think  it  mofl  ufeful  to  the  public 
good.  Your  Committee  has  obeyed  your  orders  ;  it  has  done  its 
duty  in  making  that  Report.  I  am  of  opjnion  with  the  eminent 
perfon  by  wBom  that  Report  is  cenfured,  that  it  is  i\eceOaiy,  at 
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this  time  very  particularly,  to  prefervc  the  authority  of  the  Judges, 
This,  however,  docs  not  depend  on  us  but  upon  themfelves.  It  is  nc- 
ceffary  to  preferve  the  dignity  and  refpeft  of  all  the  conftitutional 
authorities.  This,  too,  depends  upon  ourfelves.  It  is  neceffary 
to  preferve  the  refpevft  due  to  the  Houfe  of  Lords :  it  is  fiill  as 
neceflary  to  preferve  the  refpedi  due  to  the  Houfe  of  Commons ; 
upon  which  (whatever  may  be  thought  of  us  by  fome  perfons)  the 
weight  and  force  of  all  other  authorities  within  this  kingdom  effen- 
tially  depend.  If  the  power  of  the  Houfe  of  Commons  is  degraded 
or  enervated,  no  other  can  (land.  We  muft  be  true  to  ourfelves ; 
we  ought  to  animadvert  upon  any  of  our  Members  who  abufe  the 
truft  we  place  in  rhem  :  we  muft  fupport  thofc  who,  without  regard 
to  conftquenccs,  perform  their  duty. 

For  your  Committee  of  Managers,  and  for  myfclf,  I  muft  fay, 
that  the  Report  was  deliberately  made,  and  does  not,  as  I  conceive, 
contain  any  very  material  error,  nor  any  undue  or  indecent  reflection 
upon  any  perfon.  It  does  not  accufe  the  Judges  of  ignorance  or  cor- 
ruption. Whatever  it  fays,  it  does  not  fay  calumnioufly.  This 
kind  of  language  belongs  to  perfons  whofe  eloquence  entitles  them 
to  a  free  ufe  of  epithets.  The  Report  ftates  that  the  Judges  had 
given  their  opinions  yi'rr^//y,  contrary  to  the  almoft  uninterrupted 
tenor  of  parliamentary  ufage  on  fuch  occafions.  It  ftates,  tliat  the 
opinions  were  given,  not  upon  the  LaWj  but  upon  the  Cafe.  It 
ftates,  that  the  mode  of  giving  the  opinions  were  unprecedentedy  and 
contrary  to  the  privileges  of  the  Houfe  of  Commons.  It  ftates,  that  the 
Committee  did  not  know  upon  what  rules  and  principles  the  Judges 
had  decided  upon  thofe  cafesy  as  they  neither  heard  them,  nor  are 
they  entered  upon  the  jpumals.  It  is  very  true  that  we  were  and 
are  extremely  diflatisficd  with  thofe  opinions,  and  the  confequent 
determinations  of  the  Lords  \  and  we  do  not  think  fuch  a  mode  of 
proceeding  at  all  juftified  by  the  moft  numerous,  and  the  beft  prece- 
dents. None  of  thefe  fcntiments  are  the  Committee,  as  I  conceive| 
(and  I  full  as  little  as  any  of  them)  difpofed  to  retradl,  or  to  foften 
in  the  fmalleft  degree. 

The  Report  fpeaks  for  itfelf.  Whenever  an  occafton  Jhall  be  regu- 
larly given  to  maintain  every  thing  offuhflance  in  that  papery  Ifhal^M 
ready  to  meet  the  proudefi  namcy  for  ability y  learningy  or  rank,  thai 
this  kingdom  contains,  upon  that  fubjeSf.  Do  I  fay  this  from  any 
confidence  in  myfelf  ?  Far  from  it ! — It  is  from  my  confidence  in 
pur  caufe,  and  in  the  ability,  the  learning,  and  the  conftitutional 
^principles,  which  this  Houfe  contains  within  itfelf,  and  which,  1 
hope,  it  will  ever  contain  ;  and  in  the  afliftance,  which  it  will  not 
^  to  afford  to  thofe,  who  witli  good  intention  do  their  bfft  ^ 


A.  1794;  DEBATES.  333 

maintain  the  effential  privileges  of  the  Houfc,  the  ancient  law  of 
Parliament,  and  the  public  juftice  of  the  kingdom*. 
The  Houfe  adjourned. 

Monday y   26th  May. 

Mr.  HOBART  brought  up  the  report  of  the  bill  for  the  Relief 
rf  Infolvent  Debtors  under  certain  circumftances. 

Mr.  JEKYLL  obferved,  that  no  reafon  had  been  affigned  for 
•  dating  the  period  of  the  operation  of  the  bill  fo  far  back  as  the  firft 
pf  January.  He  thought  it  would  be  better,  more  equitable,  and 
more  confonant  to  the  rules  of  "common  fenfe,  that  the  operation  of 
the  bill  fhould  come  up  to  the  27th  of  April,  which  w^s  the  day 
on  which  the  bill  was  brought  forward  by  a  noble  Lord  in  the  other 
Houfe ;  he  believed  that  but  few,  if  any,  fli^m  judgements  could 
have  been  figned,  or  (ham  executions  iffued,  between  the  firft  of 
January  and  the  27th  of  April  laft,  in  confequence  of  benefiting 
infdvent  debtor^  by  this  bill,  for  they  could  have  had  but  little 
expedlation  o?  fuch  a  bill  as  this,  before  it  was  brought  forward  ; 
the  genesalexpedlation  was,  that  of  a  bill  to  regulate  the  law  of 
deblor  and  creditor ;  this  wa^  not  a  meafure  of  that  nature,  nor 
any  thing  like  it ;  at  all  events,  it -would  be  better  that  a  few  frau- 
dulent debtors,  if  theia  were  fuch,  (hould  be  difchargcd,  than  that 
dl  Jhe  unfortunate  ones  who  had  been  imprifoned  in  the  interme- 
diate period  he  alluded  to,  (hould  be  confined  \  he  therefore  wifhed 
the  27th  of  April  to  be  the  date  of  the  bill,  inftead  of  the  ift  of 
January.  He  was  certain  that  on  the  one  hand  the  Houfe  would 
wi(h  to  do  juftice,  and  prevent  all  impofinon  ;  on  the  other,  he  was 
certain,  it  would  be  their  wifh  to  make  the  z&  as  extenfively  bene- 
ficial as  lay  in  their  power. 

The  MASTER  OF  THE  ROLLS  expreflcd  his  wi(h  that 
fome  permanent  law  could  be  adopted — which  would  render  fuch 
afts  unneccfTary,  for  they  were  a  refledion  upon  our  laws,  and 
proved,  that  in  them  there  muft  exift  fome  fundamental  error.  He 
expreflTed  his  wi(h  to  make  the  aift  as  extenfive  as  could  be  done 
with  fafety,  for  he  confidered,  that  changing  the  date  of  its  com- 
mencement might  endanger  the  bill  altogether  \  of  the  neceflity  of 
which,  he  was  well  convinced,  and  the  difap^pointment  that  it  would 
occafion  to  numbers,  would  be  cruel  in  the  txrreine.  He  obferved, 
that  the  numbers  who  had  thrown  theinfelves  into  the  King's  Bench 

^  In  this  fpeeeh,  Mr.  Burke  i*  fuppofed  to  refer  to  afpeech  of  Lord 
^  Thurlow's  the  preceding  day,  for  which  fee  the  debates  of  the  Houfe  of 
^rds  of  that  date. 
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and  Fleet  prifons^  from  a  hope  of  this  ad,  bore,  no  jpiapoition  ta 
thofe  who  were  confined  by  a<3ual  creditors,  ^t  leaft  from  the  period 
propofed  by  the  learned  gentleman.  He  could,  himfelf,  wifti  the 
bill  ftiould  remain  for  the  j  ft  of  January,  as  it  at  prefent  flood ; 
farther  than  the  1 2th  of  February  he  could  not  agree  to. 

Mr.  HUSSEY  faid,  he  could  not  conceive  why  the  i  atb  ©f  Fe- 
bruary, or  I  ft  of  January,  ftiould  be  adc^ed,  rather  than  any  odicf 
day.  He  could  fee  no  reafon  why  the  bill  ihould  not  commence 
from  the  day  of  the  noble  Lord*^  moving  for  leave  0  bring  it  into 
the  Upper  Houfe  j  as  previous  to  that  no  perfon  could  know  any 
thing  of  it. 

The  amendment  that  the  bill  (hpuld  go  to  the  relief  of  all  debtor?, 
confined  previous  to  the  1 2th  of  February,  whofe  debts  dP  not 
amount  to  loool.  was  nu)vcd  and  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  then  ordered  tQ  be  engroHed,  aad  read  a  third 
time. 

Mr.  SHERIDAN  called  the  attention  of  the  Houfe,  to  whal 
was,  in  his  mind,  a  fubje6l  of  confiderable  importance  to  the  coun-p 
try,  as  under  the  prefent  circumftances,  a  rupture  with  America 
muft  be  attended  with  the  moft  ruinous  confequences  to  this  coun^ 
try ;  the  ignopnce,  inability,  and  inattention  of  Minifteif^,  had 
already  involved  the  country  in  one  war,  and  he  thought  it  but 
right  that  the  attention  of  the  country  (liould  be  dire6ted  to  prevent 
fhe  fame  inability  and  indifcretion>  from  involvir^  us  in  anodier. 
It  had  once  a  happy  effeft,  when  Minifters  wiftied  to  involve  the 
country  in  a  war  with  Ruftia,  when  they  faw  the  people  averfe  to 
fuch  a  meafure,  they  thought  it  more  prudent  to  abandon  it,  not- 
withftanding  they  were  fupported  in  their  opinions  by  a  majority  of 
that  Hcufe.  If  there  was  any  expeftation  of  a  rupture  with  Ame- 
rica, he  thought  it  would  be  wife  not  to  prorogue  the  Parliament 
for  any  confiderable  time,  but  only  by  (hort  adjournments,  that  in 
cafe  fuch  an  unfortunate  event  ihoqld  take  place,  Hi$  Majefty  might 
have  the  advantage  of  the  advice  of  Parliament  on  fuch  an  emer- 
gency. The  reafons  he  had  for  fuppofing  that  fuch  an  event  was 
apprehended  arul  likely  to  take  place,  was  a  paper,  a  copy  of  which 
he  held  irl  his  hand,  and  which,  by  perfons  converfant  in  the  affairs 
of  America,  was  held  to  be  authentic ;  and  if  it  was  not  fo,  he  held 
it  to  be  the  duty  of  the  Servants  of  Government  to  contradi<?t  it;  it 
purported  to  be  a  reply  from  Lord  Dorchefter,  to  the  Delegates  of 
feveral  Indian  Tribes,  dated  Quebec,  Febnwry  lo,  i794->  i^om 
which  reply  it  appeared,  that  his  Lordft)ip  confidered  this  countiy  as 
on  the  eve  of  a  war  with  Am_erica.  Mr.  Sheridan  begged  leave  to 
read  to  the  Houfe  two  paragraphs  from  this  reply,  to  fhew,  tliat 
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fuppofing  it  to  be  an  authentic  paper,  that  his  Lordfhip  confidered  A 
vm  tvith  America  as  Inevitable,  for  that  their  conduft  had  almoft 
exhaufted  the  patience  of  this  country.  He  obferved,  that  it  was 
not  very  probable  that  his  Lordfhip  would  have  ventured  fudi  an 
opinion  without  inilrudions  from  His  Majefty**  Miniders ;  and,  if 
they  had  fent  him  out  inftriidtions,  he  thought  k  fimiewhat  cxtraor*- 
6iMtf,  tiiat  when  he  mentioned,  in  the  courfe.  of  ibme  difcuffion 
this  feflion,  tfie  defencelefs  ftate  of  Hali&x,  the  right  honourable 
Secretary  of  State  ihould  have  faid,  diat  there  was  no  danger  to  be 
apptl^ended  in  that  quarter,  if,  at  the  fame  time,  he  was  confcious 
of  fudh  inftruftions  having  been  fent  to  Lord  Dorchcfter.  He  con- 
cluded by  moving,  "  That  an  humble  addrefs  be  prefented  to  His 
Majefty,  that  he  would  order  a  copy  of  the  inftruftions  fent  to  Lord 
Dorchcfter  to  be  laid  before  the  Houfe." 

Mn  Secretary  DUNDAS,  in  exprcfs  terms,  declared,  that  it 
was  the  firft  time  he  had  heard  of  the  fpeech  of  the  noble  Lord  that 
the  honourable  gentleman  had  alluded  to.  In  equally  explicit 
terms,  he  diiavowed  having  a  knowledge  of  any  orders  being  fent 
from  this  country  diat  had  the  moft  remote  tendency  to  create  a  rup- 
turc  with  America.  He  entertained  with  the  honourable  gentleman 
the  higheft  opimon  of  the  prudence  and  difcretion  of  Lord  Dorchcf- 
ter, and  was  perfedHy  aflTured  tiiat  the  noble  Lord  would  not  do  any 
thing  raflily.     In  his  opinion,  the  whole  paper  was  a  forgery. 

Mr.  SHERIDAN  faid,  he  was  glad  to  hear  Minifters  declare 
that  the  paper  was  not  authentic ;  although,  confidering  the  effe^s 
ft  had  produced,  both  in  America  and  in  this  country,  it  might  have 
become  them  to  fay  fo  without  being  called  upon. 

Mr.  FOX  faid,  that  if  the  paper  was  a  forgery,  it  could  ndt  be 
too  foon  known  to  be  fo.  It  had  been  publiflied  in  America  as  au- 
thentic, and  had  tended  much  to  render  the  people  hoftile  to  this 
country.  If  Minifters  could  affirm  that  it  was  not  authentic,  that 
^vould  be  fufficient  5  but  if  they  could  only  fay  tliey  did  not  believe 
that  Lord  Dorchcfter  had  delivered  any  fuch  anfwer,  although  from 
all  he  knew  of  Lord  Dorchcfter,  he  was  ready  to  fay  he  did  not  be- 
lieve that  Lord  Dorchcfter  would  have  done  any  thing  that  was  likely 
to  produce  a  war  with  America,  without  exprefs  orders  from  home, 
a  formal  difavowal  of  the  paper  was  effentially  neceffary. 

Mr.  Secretary  DUNDAS  faid  he  agreed  with  the  right  honour-^ 
able  gentleman,  that  Lord  Dorchcfter  was  incapable  of  taking  fuch 
a  ftep,  without  exprefs  inftruftions  from  home ;  and  the  fuppofitionp 
that  any  inftru(?tions  to  that  cfTedl  had  been  given,  was  totally  un- 
founded. On  the  contrary,  Minifters  had  ufcd  the  utmoft  endea- 
vours that  dreumftances  would  permit,  to  put  an  end  to  hoftilities. 
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in  which  the  American  flat:?*  were  engaged  with  the  Indians.  With 
refpeft  to  the  paper,  he  could  only  repeat,  that  he  had  never  heard 
of  it  before. 

Mr.  M.  ROBIJMSON  faid,  Lord  Auckland,  in  a  paper  pub- 
liflied  at  the  Higuc,  had  made  ufe  of  expreflions  for  which  he  could 
not  conceive  that  any  authority  had  been  given  him  from  home, 
which  had  been  fufFered  to  pafs  with  too  little  notice.  The  anfwer 
in  queftion,  if  delivered  by  Lord  Dorchefter  without  exprefs  in- 
ftru(^ions,  ought  not  to  be  fo  paffcd  over. 

Sir  FRANCIS  BARIlsfG  expreifed  his  fatisfeaion  at  hearing 
this  paper  thus  publicly  contradidted  ;  for  being  publifflied  in  Ame- 
rica, and  taken  there  to  be  true,  it  had  all  the  evil  effedls  of  realit)% 
from  the  date  of  it,  the  i  oth  of  February,  and  the  date  of  the  pe- 
riod, when  the  Americans  laid  an  embargo  on  our  Ihippihg,  the 
a  7  th  of  March,  he  conceived  this  paper  to  have  been  in  a  great 
meafure  the  caufe  of  it. 

Mr.  WILBERFORCE  faid,  that  a  war  with  America  would 
be  the  greateft  injury  to  a  very  great  number  of  his  conftituents, 
therefore  he  (hould  be  very  averfe  to  fuch  an  event,  and  he  was 
happy  that  it  was  not  likely  to  take  place.  If  this  paper  was,  as  the 
right  honourable  gentleman  fiippofed,  the  fole  caufe  of  their  laying 
an  embargo  on  our  {hipping,  it  «^ould  tend,  in  his  opinion,  to  cement 
the  friendfhip  which  fubfiftcd  between  the  two  countries,  when  the 
Americans  fhould  difcover  it  was  unfounded,  and  that  they  were 
made  the  dupes  of  fome  defigning  pcrfons. 

Mr.  SHERIDAN  faid,  he  hoped  he  underftood  the  right  honour- 
able gentleman  to  fay  diftindlly,  that  no  inftrudtions  of  a  hoftile  na- 
ture had  been  given  with  regard  to  America ;  and  that  if  the  paper 
had  been  a  forgery,  of  which  he  ftill  entertained  doubts,  that  Mini- 
fters  had  the  wifdom  and  difcretion  to  avoid  a  new  war.  One  thing 
niade  him  ftill  think  that  this  paper  was  authentic,  which  was,  that 
it  correfponded  with  what  the  right  honourable  gentleman  faid  With 
regard  to  the  endeavour  to  conciliate  a  peace  between  the  united  ftatcs 
and  the  Indians.  He  wiihed  to  know  if  the  right  honourable  gen- 
tleman knew  exaftly  what  the  paper  was :  it  imported  to  be  a  reply 
from  Lord  Dorchefter  to  the  Delegates  of  certain  Indian  tribes.  He 
then  proceeded^  and  read  the  reply,  as  follows : 

,  Children — I  have  well  confidered  your  words,  and  am  now  prepared 
to  reply. 

Children — You  have  informed  me,  that  you  are  deputed  by  the  fevcn 
villages  of  Lower  Canada,  and  by  all  the  nations  of  the  upper  country, 
which  fent  deputies  to  the  General  Council,  held  at  the  Mumis,  except 
the  Chawanoos,  Miamis  and  Loups. 

Children — You  rcmiad  mc  of  what  pafTed  at  the  Council  Fire,  hcldai 
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Quebec,  juft  before  m^  laft  departure  for  England,  when  I  promifed 
to  reprcfent  their  fituation  and  wifhei  to  the  King,  their  father,  and  cx- 
prefled  my  hope  that  all  the  grievances  they  complained  of,  on  the  part 
of  the  United  States,  wouU  foon  be  done  away  by  a  juftand  lafting  peace. 
Children — I  remember  all  very  well ;  I  remember  that  they  pointed 
out  to  »c  the  line  of  icparation  which  they  wifhed  for  between  them  and 
the  United  States,  and  with  which  they  would  be  fatisfied  and  make 
peace. 

Children — T  was  in  expeftation  of  hearing  from  the  people  of  the 
United  States  what  was  required  by  them  :  I  hoped  I  ihould  have  been 
able  to  bring  you  together,  and  make  you  friends. 

Children — I  have  waited  long,  and  liftened  with  great  attention,  hut 
1  haye  not  heard  one  word  from  them. 

Children — I  flattered  myfelf  with  the  hope,  that  the  line  propofed  in 
the  year  eighty-three,  to  ieparate  us  from  the  United  States,  which  was 
immediately  broken  by  themfelvesas  foon  as  the  peace  was  figned,  would 
have  been  minded,  or  a  new  one  drawn  in  an  amicable  manner:  herealfo 
I  have  been  difappointed. 

Children — Since  my  return  I  find  no  appearance  of  a  line  remains ; 
and  from  the  manner  which  the  people  of  the  Stages  pufh  on,  and  a6l, 
tod  talk  on  this  fide,  and  from  what  I  learn  of  their  conduct  towards  the 
fca,  I  fliall  not  be  furprifed  if  we  are  at  war  with  them  in  the  courfe  of 
the  prefent  year ;  and  if  we  are,  a  line  mufl  then  be  drawn  by  the  war- 
riors. 

Children — ^You  afl:  for  a  paiTport  to  go  to  New  York ;  a  pafTport  is 
ufelefs  in  peace ;  it  appears,  therefore,  that  you  expe6t  we  mall  be  at 
war  with  the  States  before  you  return.  You  fliall  have  a  paflport,  that, 
whether  peace  or  war,  you  fhall  be  well  received  by  the  King's  warriors. 

ChildreYi— They  have  deftroyed  their  right  of  pre-emption,  therefore 
sll  their  approaches  towards  us  (ince  that  time,  and  all  the  purchafes  made 
by  them,  I  confider  as  an  infringement  on  the  King's  rights,  and  whea 
slinc  is  drawn  between  us,  be  it  peace  or  war,  they  muft  lofe  all  their  im- 
provement of  houfes  on  our  fide  of  it.  The  people  muft  all  begone  who 
<io  not  obtain  leave  to  become  the  King's  fubjc«^8.  What  belongs  to  the 
Indians  will  of  courfe  be  confirmed  and  fecured  to  them. 

Children — ^What  further  can  I  fay  to  you?  You  are  our  witnefs,  that 
OQ  our  part  we  have  a6tcd  in  the  moft  peaceable  manner,  and  borne  the 
language  of  the  United  States  with  patience,  and  I  believe  our  patience  is 
al'iKjft  cxhaufted. 

Given  under  my  hand,  at  the  Caftle  of  St.  Lewis,  in  the  city  of  Que- 
bec, on  the  loth  day  of  February,  in  the  year  of  our  Lord,  1794. 

(Signed)         Dorchester. 

By  his  Excellency's  command, 

(Signed)  HEMAN  WISblUS  RYLAND,   Sec. 

Mr.  SHERIDAN  faid,  that  though  this  paper  carried  with  ijt 
the  appearance  of  autiietiticity,  and  was  believed  to  be  autlientic  by 
^tnany  perft>ns  converiatiit  with  American  affairs^  yet  as  it  had  bcco 
publicly  difavowed,  he  would  beg.  leave  te  withdraw  his  mation, 
which  was  granted.  Mr.  Sheridan  faid,  he  rbfe  to  make  a  motioa 
wMeh  he  had  often  deferred  at  the  requeft  <rf  Minifters,  in  the  hope 
ftat  ihey  iiad  only  to  conildcr  it,  to  giv.e  it-their  affent.     The  only 
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pofllible  obje^on  to  it  that  he  could  fee  was,  that  it  came  not  from 
their  own  fide  of  the  Hoafe ;  but  it  was  in  its  nature  no  party 
queftion,  and  came  forward  under  circumftances  peculiarly  favour- 
able, -  from  having  arlfen  incidentally.     At  a  time  like  the  prefcnt, 
when  His  Majefty  was  calling  for  the  aid  of  every  defcription  of  his 
fubjedls  to  fupport  the  Conftitution,  it  would  perhaps  be  improper 
for  the  perfons  in  whofe  behalf  he  fpoke,  to  petition  even  for  what 
they  felt  to  be  no  more  than  juftice,  becaufe  their  petition  might 
feem  like  a  demand  ;  and  it  might  alfo  be  improper  for  Govern- 
ment to  grant  them  voluntary  relief,  becaufe  that  might  look  like  a 
bribe.     This  was  his  opinion  with  refpedl  to  all  the  penal  ihtutes 
that  made  diftindlions  between  different  clafTes  of  His  Majefly  s 
fubjefts,  diffindlions  which  every  man  muft  wifh  to  fee  done  away 
at  one  time  or  other,  and  which  he  fhould  vote  for  abolifhing  at 
once,  as  often  as  a  motion  was  made  to  that  effedt,  but  which  he 
could  not  expcft  to  fee  entirely  done  away  at  prefent.    He  was  one 
of  thofe  who  refpe3ed  both  the  rights  and  the  prejudices  of  the  peo- 
ple, for  he  confidered  thofe  prejudices  as  having  been  originally  in- 
fpired  and  cheriflied  by  the  Government.     When  wc  were  flrug- 
gling  for  our  Conftitution  againft  a  Popifh  Prince,  fupported  by  a 
party  whofe  religious  and  political  opinions  were  equally  hoftilc  to 
civil  liberty,  great  pains  had  been  taken  to  create  in  the  minds  of 
the  people  a  dread  and  abhorrence  of  trufting  Roman  Catholics  with 
any  degree  of  power.  When  fuch  prejudices  had  been  infUlled,  and 
Government  had  reaped  the  benefit  of  them,  he  held  it  unjuft  for 
Government  to  turn  round  and  infult  thofe  very  prejudices  which  it 
had  before  applauded.     Now,  however,  both  the  danger  from  Ro- 
man Catholics,  and  the  prejudices  againft  them,  had  vanifhed  from 
every  mind.     The  riots  in  1780  had  not  arifen  from  any  dread  of 
the  relief  then  granted  to  the  Roman  Catholics,  but  from  difoontent 
with  the  general  fyftem  of  meafures,  and  the  criminal  neglcdt  of 
thofe  whofe  duty  it  was  to  prevent  them.     Befides,  the  prpgrefs  of 
opinion  in  the  laft  fourteen  years  had  been  great ;  and  many  thought 
that  the  people  were  now  rather  too  inattentive  to  religious  differ- 
ences than  too  apt  to  mark  them.     If  the  danger  and  the  prejudice 
were  both  gone,  where  could  be  tlie  inconvenience  of  allowing  Ro- 
man Catholics  to  ferve  in  the  army  and  navy  like  other  fubjefts? 
When  we  were  embodying  an  army  of  French  Catholics,  it  ap- 
peared prepofterous  to  exclude  Engliih  Catholics  from  ferving  their 
country  in  a  military  Rapacity  ;  and  this  had  fuggefted  to  him  the 
pppfent  motion. 

By  the  ad  paflfed  laft  year  in  Ireland,  Catholics  were  aUowed  to 
ferve  as  officers  in  the  army,  under  a  certain  rank.     Suppoling  any 
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of  tfiofe  officers  were  to  be  ordered  to  England  on  duty,  could  any 
thing  be  more  abfurd  than  their  being  fubjedi  to  very  heavy  penaU 
ties  here,  for  what  they  had  done  in  ftridt  conformity  to  law  in  their 
own  country  ?  The  thing  was  fo  extravagant,  that  he  was  perfuaded 
it  could  not  exift,  but  by  an  omiflion  on  the  part  of  Miniilers,  in 
confequence  of  bulinefs  that  appeared  to  them  more  ui|;ent.  When 
Mr.  Hobart  introduced  the  bill  for  the  relief  of  the  Irifh  Catholics, 
hefaid,  '^  That  with  refpe£l  to  admiflion  into  the  army  and  navy, 
any  change  muft  depend  upon  England ;  that  fuch  a  meafure  was 
in  contemplation  in  England,  and  a  communication  had  been  made 
upon  the  fuhjed/'  In  a  debate  in  the  Houfe  of  Lords,  on  a 
claufe  for  enabling  Catholics  to  accept  of  military  employments. 
Lord  Farnham  faid,  **  That  till  a  iimilar  law  was  pafled  in  Eng- 
land, Catholic  officers  could  not  attend  their  regiments,  if  ordered 
on  duty  into  England.  He  wifhed,  therefore,  that  a  Catholic 
Ihould  not  be  eligible  to  a  military  commiflfion  in  Ireland,  until  the 
principle  Ihould  be  adopted  in  England  ;  and  moved  to  rejeft  the 
claufe."  The  Lord  Chancellor  faid,  "  The  claufe  went  merely 
to  enable  Catholics  to  accept  military  employments  ;  but  it  could 
not  be  fuppofed  His  Majefty  would  appoint  men  on  fuch  pofts,  until 
the  law's  of  the  empire  ftiould  fully  qualify  them  to^dt  in  every  part 
of  it.     It  was  more  than  probable  that  a  fimilar  law  to  this  would 

be  adopted  in  England  befbre  the  lapfe  of  two  months."- Such 

were  the  declarations  of  men  in  habits  of  official  communication 
with  His  Majefty 's  Minifters  ;  and  therefore  hewasjuftified  in  fup- 
pofing  that  what  he  was  now  to  move,  had  been  intended,  and 
omitted  only  by  accident.  Catholics  did  not  ftand  in  the  fame 
fituation  in  this  refpedl  with  Protcftant  Diffenters.  A  Proteftant 
Diffenter  would  not  be  refufed  leave  to  fit  in  the  army,  if  he  chofe 
to  run  the  rifk  of  the  penalties  ;  but  a  Catholic,  under  certain  cir- 
cumftances,  would.  A  Catholic  gentleman  of  Surry,  of  moft  re- 
fpe(f}able  chara<Ser  and  great  influence  in  his  neighbourhood,  had 
been  nominated  Lieutenant  Colonel  of  a  new  corps,  which  he  had 
principally  contributed  to  raife,  but  Minifters  did  not  think  proper 
to  allow  his  commiifion  to  be  figned.  For  this  he  did  not  blame 
tliem  ;  they  only  obeyed  the  intention  of  the  law  ;  but  was  it  fit 
dut  the  law  fhould  fo  remain  ?  Suppofing  one  of  thofe  commands 
iifually  filled  by  the  fenior  officer  to  become  vacant  on  the  Conti- 
nent, if  the  officer  next  in  order  could  prove  himfelf  a  French 
Catholic,  he  would  be  entitled  to  fucceed  ;  if  he  happened,  unfor- 
tunately, to  be  an  Englilh  or  an  Irifh  Catholic,  he  would  be  dif- 
qualified  by  law.  He  avoided  going  into  the  general  queftion  of 
Teft  afls  and  difqualifying  laws  ;  he  wifhed  to  fee  them  all  erafed 
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from  the  ftatutc  book* ;  but  he  would  not  attempt  more  at  once 
than  was  likely  to  be  granted.  He  wad  not  pirticular  as  to  the 
mode  of  attaining  tKe  objedt ;  it  might  be  done  hf  extending  the 
time  allowed  for  qualifying,  or  by  framing  a  new  oatli,  which  Ca- 
tholics could  take,  and  which  need  only  contain  an  acknowledge- 
ment of  His  Majefty's  right  to  the  throne,  and  a  declaration  of  at- 
tachment to  the  conftitution.  He  concluded  with  moving  for  leave 
to  bring  in  a  bill,  and  reading  the  form  of  the  propofed  oath — 
**  I,  A.  B.,  do  fwear  that  I  will  bear  true  allegiance  to  His  Majefty, 
snd  defend  his  right  to  the  crown,  the  laws,  and  conftitution  of  thefc 
kingdoms,  and  the  fucceffion  to  the  Throne,  as  by  law  eftabliftied." 

Mr.  Secretary  DUNDAS  remarked,  that  the  objeft  of  the  bill 
which  Was  propofed  to  be  introduced  by  the  honourable  gentleman 
(Mr.  Sheridan),  would  in  reality  extend  to  all  Diffentfers  who  were, 
comprehended  under  the  Teft  Afls  in  queftion,  though  he  had 
avowed  that  his  prefent  defign  was  only  to  extend  relief  to  the  Ro- 
man Catholics.  He  declared,  that  it  had  ever  been  his  moft  de- 
termined opinion,  that  that  part  of  His  Majefty's  fubjefts  (hould  be 
liberated  from  every  reftraint  which  the  exifting  laws  had  impofed 
tjpon  them  ;  and  thefe  fentiments  he  had  maintained  and  fupported 
at  a  time  when  it  was  more  dangerous  to  do  fo  than  at  this  period — 
But  notwithftanding  the  general  concurrence  of  opinion  in  favour  of 
the  Catholics,  yet  it  was  equally  obvious,  that  every  attempt  which 
had  hitherto  been  made  to  obtain  a  Repeal  of  the  Teft  A&,  had 
failed  of  fuccefs,  by  whatever  ability  fupported,  and  by  whatever 
arguments  enforced.  When  he  reflefted  on  thefe  circumftances, 
and  when  he  confidered  how  much  more  extended  the  real  than  tlie 
apparent  objedl  of  this  motion  was,  he  acknowledged  that  he  had 
not  made  up  a  decided  refolution  upon  the  matter  ;  and  therciore, 
though  he  was  convinced  of  the  importance  of  tlie  inquir}'  relative 
to  Military  Tefts,  he  (hould  find  himfelf  at  prefent  obliged  to  put 
an  end  to  the  bufinefs,  by  moving  the  previous  queftion. 

Mr.  FOX  faid,  that  he  ftiould  trouble  the  Houfe  with  a  ver}^ 
few  remarks  upon  the  queftion.  And,  in  the  firft  place,  he  could 
not  help  taking  notice  of  the  very  awkward  condition  in  which  the 
Irifh  Roman  Catholics  ^ere  placed  by  this  motion.  By  the  A<9s 
of  the  Irifh  Parliament,  the  Roman  Catholics  were  empowered  to 
enter  into  His  Majefly's  fervice,  and  were  entitled  to  the  fame  pri- 
vileges with  his  other  fubjefts  ;  though  the  fame  men,  if  they  ac- 
cepted of  commiflions  in  Great  Britain,  were  fubjedl  to  the  feverctt 
penalties  of  law.  Such  was  the  abfurdity  of  the  prefent  fyftem,  fo 
fer  as  it  related  to  this  clafs  of  Diffenters — an  abfurdity  whidi  ap- 
peared to  be  admitted  by  th^  right  honourable  gentleman,  though 
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he  had  not  jet  thought  of  applying  any  remedy  to  the  evil.  But 
die  right  honourable  gentleman  had  thought  proper  to  objeA  to  the 
ftiotion  of  his  honourable  friend,  becaufc  it  h^id  in  view  a  partial  re- 
peal of  the  Teft  Adl,  inafmuch  as  it  regarded  Proteftant  DiiTniters. 
If  fucfa  was  its  tendency,  on  that  very  account  it  fhould  mer t  with  his 
mofi  hearty  and  unequivocal  fupport,  as  he  had  ever  been  perfuad-. 
cd  that  the  cafe  of  that  meritorious  and  loyal  body  of  men  was  at- 
tended with  many  circumAances  of  peculiar  hardfhip.  It  was  to 
their  efforts,  principally,  that  we  were  indebted  for  that  Conftitu- 
tion  of  which  we  boafted  fo  much  ;  and  by  their  exertions  we  were 
enabled  ta  prefcrve  that  bleffing,  when  its  deftru(?tion  was  threaten- 
ed by  open  rebellion  in  the  years  1 7 1 5  and  1 745  ;  and  they  were,, 
upon  both  thefe  occafions,  rewarded  for  the  fervices  they  had  ren- 
dered to  their  King  arki  country,  by  acfts  of  grace  and  indemnity, 
by  which  the  illegality  of  their  condu(fl  was  excufed  in  confequence 
of  the  importance  of  their  fervices ;  and  the  Government  for  which 
they  had  contended  was  pleafed  to  grant  them  immunity  from  pu- 
niihment,  in  confequence  of  the  fuccefs  of  their  endeavours  in  its 
fupport.  Though  fome  plaulible  arguments  might  be  urged  againft 
the  repeal  of  this  adt  during  the  reigns  of  the  two  firft  Princes  of 
the  Houfe  of  Hanover,  when  many  of  the  church  party  were  fuf- 
pefted  of  Jacobinifm,  and  confequently  it  might  have  been  danger- 
ous to  have  given  any  umbrage  ;  yet,  as  that  reafon  had  now  ceafed 
to  operate,  no  farther  argument  would  be  urged  for  the  continuance 
of  this  teft.  To  the  military  profeflion  it  was  peculiarly  hard,  and 
derogatory  from  that  integrity  which  the  public  in  the  aggregate 
ought  to  retain  in  every  tranfaftion  with  the  individual.  With 
every  man  the  community  was  bound  to  aft  fairly,  honeftly,  and 
honourably,  and  either  to  fay  to  every  member  of  the  State,  that  it 
required  not  the  aid  and  affiftance  he  might  have  in  his  power  to 
beftow,  or  to  admit  him  to  a  fair  participation  of  the  emoluments 
and  honours  which  flowed  from  the  offices  he  might  fill ;  whereas 
this  policy,  on  the  contrary,  enabled  Government  to  call  in  the 
aid  of  every  member  in  the  community,  and  at  the  fame  time  com- 
pelled it  moft  unjuftly  to  deprive  fome  of  its  fubjefts  of  the  advan- 
tages others  derived  from  their  fituations  and  employments.  Their 
fituation  was  lil^ewife  fubjeft  to  another  inconvenience^  as  in  time 
of  war  thofe  penalties  were  not  exafted  which  at  the  feafon  of  peace 
^very  informer  had  in  his  power  moft  rigoroufly  to  require.  Upon 
all  thefe  grounds,  tliis  motion  fhould  have  his  warmeft  concurrence, 
as  it  was  a  mcafure  which  contained  one  ftep  towards  the  complete 
removal  of  that  great  conftitutional  difgrace,  the  Teft  Aft.  If  he 
was  to  underiland  that  .the  only  objeftion  to  the  motion  was  in  point 
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of  time,  he.  ihould  feci  lefs  regret  at  its  being  poflponed  by  the  pre- 
vious queilion ;  but  either  now  or  at  fome  early  period,  let  the 
ftain  be  taken  away,  which  was  neither  confiftent  with  national  ho- 
nour nor  honefty. 

Mr.  M.  ROBINSON  faid,  he  fliould  oppofe  the  motion  for  the 
previous  queftion,  becaufe  he  thought  it  admitted  the  propriety  of 
the  meafure,  but  merely  obje<fled  to  the  time  it  was  brought  forward; 
and  it  vt-as  a  meafure  which  he  fhould  oppofe  altogether,  as  pregnant 
with  very  dangerous  confcquences. 

Mr.  W.  SMITH  faid,  he  approved  of  the  motion,  but  it  was 
upon  more  general  grounds  that  he  voted  for  the  repeal  of  tells  in 
whole  or  in  part-  The  diffenters  would  be  well  fatisfied  with  free 
admifllon  into  the  army  and  navy,  as  a  proof  that  their  attachment 
to  the  Conftitution  was  not  fufpefted  ;  but  they  would  not  receive 
as  a  boon  what  'they  could  only  conlidcr  as  an  adl  of  juftice.  He 
thought  it  neceffary  to  fay  this,  to  prevent  its  being  fuppofed  that  the 
motion  had  been  made  by  the  defirc  of  tlie  Proteftant  Diffenters, 
He  ridiculed  the  indemnity  bill,  which  was  paffed  to  protect  thofe 
men  who  always  (hewed  themfelves  ready  to  ftarid  forward,  in  de- 
fiance of  perfonal  rifk  in  the  moment  of  danger,  and  would  be  Teady 
to  do  fo  again,  if  occafion  fhould  require  their  fervices. 

Mr.  SHERIDAN  faid,  he  concurred  in  opinion  with  the  ho- 
nourable Member "  (Mr.  Robinfon)  on  the  previous  queftion,  that 
it  admitted  the  propriety  of  the  meafure,  but  objedlcd  only  to  the 
feafon.  He  trufted,  therefore,  that  Minifters  themfelves  would 
bring  it  forward  early  in  the  next  feffion.  The  fervices  of  the 
Diffenters  we  were  not  deprived  of  as  we  were  of  thofe  of  the  Ro- 
man Catholics,  becaufe  the  bill  annually  paffed,  allowing  them 
farther  time  to  qualify,  operated  as  a  check  upon  the  difqualifying 
laws  i  but  were  it  not  for  that  bill,  we  (hould  be  deprived  of  the 
fervices  of  all  the  right  honourable  gentleman's  countrymen,  who 
were  moftly  of  the  Kirk  of  Scotland;  General  Dundas,  and  other 
very  able  Scotch  officers ;  indeed  all  the  Dundafcs  in  this  country 
arc  Diffenters  ;  and  were  it  not  for  the  happy  intervention  of  this 
bill,  we  fhould  be  deprived  of  their  valuable  fervices.  He  wifhed 
to  know  if  any  bad  confcquences  had  arifen  fix)m  the  indulgences 
granted  to  the  Catholics  in  Ireland  ?  Had  any  bad  confcquences 
arifen,  or  was  any  likely  to  arifc,  from  the  indulgence  granted  them 
here  ?  He  wifhed  to  know  from  the  gentlemen  of  the  long  robe,  if 
jany  mifchief  could  arife  by  admitting  them  to  the  bar  ?  He  con- 
cluded by  obferving,  tliat  he  would  not  divide  the  Houfe,  and  trufled 
that  Miniflers  would,  themfelves,  bring  forward  tlie  fubjeil  early 
in  the  next  feffion. 
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Mr.  FOX  iaidy  he  (hould  take  that  opportumty,  as  the  Houfe 
was  pretty  full,  though  it  was  not  very  regular  fo  to  do,  of  giving 
notice  diat  on  Friday  next  he  (hould  propofe  certain  Refolutions  on 
the  date  of  the  countiy  with  refpedl  to  the  war,  and  wh^ch  might 
be  conducive  to  peace. 

The  MASTER  OF  THE  ROLLS  faid,  he  (hould  have  been 
ready  to  negative  the  motion,  as  going  to  a  repeal  of  the  Teft  A61. 

After  which  the  previous  queflion  was  put,  and  carried  without 
«  divilion. — ^The  Houfe  adjourned. 

Tuefdayy   1'jth  May. 

At  four  o'clock  the  Speaker  counted  the  Houfe,  and  there  being 
only  feven  Members  prefent,  they  adjourned  till  to-morrow.. 

tFednefday^   2%th  May. 

The  Ordnance  Bill  was  read  a  third  time,  and  pa(red. 

The  Infolvent  Debtors  Bill  was  read  a  third  time,  and  pa(led. 

The  Houfe  adjourned. 

Friday y  30/A  May. 

Mr.  FOX  faid,  that,  thinking  as  he  did,  he  (hould  not  do  his 
duty,  if  he  did  not  once  more,  before  the.  clofe  of  the  fefTion,  give 
the  Houfe  an  opportunity  of  coniidering  the  lituation  in  which  the 
countiy  ftood  with  refpeft  to  the  war,  and  of  reviewing  the  events 
which  led  to  that  iituation.  On  the  war  itfelf  little  now  remained 
to  be  faid :  his  prefent  objeft  was  to  call  the  attention  of  the  Houfe 
to  particular  fa<Ss  that  admitted  of  no  difpute,  and  the  inferences 
which  every  unprejudiced  and  difpaflTionate  man  muft  draw  from 
thofe  fa3s.  Firft,  then,  as  to  the  origin  of  the  war :  he  had  al- 
ways confidered  as  one  of  the  greateft  advantages  of  a  free  Confti- 
tution,  the  publicity  of  all  the  ads  of  Government ;  and  thence  he 
had  hoped,  that  it  was  impoflTible  for  us  to  be  plunged  into  a  war 
upon  falfe  pretences,  for  one  thing  to  be  held  up  to  the  people  as 
the  caufe,  and  another  to  be  purfued  by  Minifters  as  the  end.— 
Here,  however,  his  hopes  had  deceived  him.  In  the  beginning  of 
the  laft  feffion  of  Parliament,  tlie  language  of  Minifters,  and  the 
language  of  the  Houfe,  breathed  nothing  but  the  ftridleft.  neutrality. 
It  was  not  merely  in  the  beginning  of  the  French  Revolution  that 
this  language  was  held,  but  after  the  King  had  been  dethroned,  and 
many  of  thofe  atrocities  had  been  committed,  at  the  view  of  which 
every  feeling  mind  (hrunk  with  horror.  Minifters  profeffed  then  to 
think  that  we  were  not  to  look  to  the  conduft  of  another  country 
in  its  internal  affairs,  as  the  criterion  of  peace  or  war  \  and,  although 
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many  at9s  had  been  done  in  France  of  which  it  was  difBcult  to  fay 
whether  they  were  more  calculated  to  move  pity,  or  excite  indigna- 
tion, ftiil  they  pretended  to  court  peace  and  neutrality. — They  faid 
fairly;  that  if  tfie  French  fhould  make  an  unprovoked  attack  upon 
any  of  our  allies,  or  purfue  plans  of  aggrandizement,  which,  if 
acoompliftied,  would  render  it  difficult  to  opprfe  any  attack  they 
mi^t  afterwards  make,  we  muft  take  part  in  the  war.     Great 
pains  were  taken  to  perfuade  the  Houfe,  that  their  attempt  to  open 
the  navigation  of  the  Scheldt  was  an  aggrcffion.upon  our  allies  the 
Dutch  ;  and  however  ludicroufly  or  contemptuoufly  that  had  been 
iince  treated  as  the  caufe  of  the  war,  he  appealed  to  the  Houfe 
whether  it  was  not  at  firft  the  point  principally  infifted  upon.     To 
fettle  the  difpute  upon  this  point,  he  recommended  n^ociation  to 
the  Houfe,  and  the  Houfe  refufed  to  adc^  it.     But  although  the 
Houfe  did,  the  Minifters  did  not.     They  had  recourfe,  not  to  an 
open  and  manly,  but  to  an  underhand  and  equivocal  mode  of  nego- 
Ciition,  which,  even  if  meant  honeftly,  could  hardly  fail  of  defeat- 
ing its  own  purpofe.     In  every  difpute,  the  firft  ftep  towards  an  ac- 
commodation was,  to  (hew  the  other  party  that  we  did  not  mean  to 
treat  them  with  contempt.     But  Minifters,  in  their  negociation,  by 
their  inimical  condud,  by  refufing  to  acknowledge  that  thofe  with 
whom  they  were  treating  had  any  power  to  treat,  took  the  furc 
courfe  of  rendering  it  incfFe<9ual.    Their  objeS  was  to  pretend  a  ne- 
gociation, and  to  purfue  fuch  means  as  muft  make  it  foil.     It  foiled 
accordingly.     Even  after  that,  nothing  ^'as  faid  of  interfering  in 
the  internal  Government  of  France.     On  the  contrary,  it  was  af- 
ferted  by  thofe  who  were  in  the  confidence  of  His  Majefly's  Minif- 
ters, and  by  Minifters  themfelves,  that  the  form  of  the  French  Go- 
vernment at  that  time,  or  whatever  future  form  it  might  affume, 
if  a  worfe  was  poffible,  was  not  a  fundamental  objeftion  to  peace. 
During  the  recefs,  feveral  declarations  were  publiftied  in  His  Ma- 
jefty's  name,  very  inconfiftent  with  our  former  profeflions  of  having 
gone  to  war  only  to  repel  an  unjuft  aggreflion  on  our  allies,  and  an 
unprovoked  injury  offered  to  ourfelves.    When  Dumourier  declared 
againft  the  Convention,  and  propofed  marching  to  Paris,  to  reftore 
the  Monarchy,  the  Prince  of  Saxe  Cobourg,  in  tiie  name  of  the 
Emperor,  iffued  a  proclamation,  by  which  he  acceded  to  the  Con- 
ftitution  of  1789,  and  declared,  that  whatever  ftn^ng  places  (hould 
be  given  up  to  him,  he  would  hold  in  truft  for  Louis  XVII.  till 
that  Conftitutign  fhould  be  reftored.    True  it  was,  that  proclama- 
tion was  almoft  inftantly  retraced,  to  the  difgrace  of  all  thofe  who 
Were  parties  to  it.     VJhztcver  might  be  the  fate  of  his  prefent  mo- 
■  ^n — whatever  might  be  the  ifiiie  of  the  war,  the  time  he  hoped 
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TOuld  come,  when  we  (hould  clear  ourfelvcs  in  the  face  o^  Europe 
from  the  infamy  of  having  been  acceffaricJs  in  that  tranfadion* 
The  Emperor,  as  dead  to  all  ftiame,  as  unfeeling  of  all  principles^ 
rctraftcd  his  proclamation  before  it  could  be  known  what  efFc6h  iC^ 
might  have  produced  on  the  people  of  France,  and  within  five  dsjjis 
after  it  had  been  iffued.      What  could  be  found  to  matbh  this^ 
even  in  the  condud  of  thofe  who  governed  France  ?   It  was  done  as 
if  it  the  Emperor  had  feared,  that  the  King  of  Pruffia's  perfidy  tO 
Poland  might  ftand  unparalleled,  and  he  himfclf  coul  d  not  be  con-* 
fidered  as  a  fit  member  of  the  confederacy,  till  he  had  done  fome-^ 
thing  to  keep  his  ally  in  countenance.      In  a  caufe,  which  we  were 
fo  often  told  was  the  caufe  of  morality,  virtue,  and  religion,  he 
trufted  His  Majefty,  for  his  own  and  the  national  honour,  ivould 
difclaim  all  participation  or  approbation  of  fuch  ads.     The  furrcn-s 
der  of  Toulon  was  confidered  as  a  fit  occafipn  for  declaring  the  ill*' 
tentions  of  Minifters.     Lord  Hood  took  pofleffion  of  it  on  the 
cxprefs  condition  of  maintaining  the  Conftitution  of  1789,  and 
pledged  himfclf  to  proteil  all  Frenchmen  who  fhould  repair  to  that 
ftandard. 

A  Declaration  *,  in  the  name  of  His  Majefty,  afterwards  cam't; 
out,  diflferent,  indeed,  firom  this  ;  verbofe,  obfcure,  and  equivocal^ 
like  the  produSion  of  men  who  were  afraid  of  faying  any  thing 
diftindly,  who  wiftied  not  their  meaning  to  be  clearly  underftood  ; 
that;  ftript  of  all  the  elegant  rubbifti  with  which  it  was  loaded,  de* 
clared  only  this — that  the  reftoration  of  Monarchy,  without  fpeci- 
ft^ing  of  what  kind,  was  the  only  condition  upon  which  ^e  could 
treat  with  France.  Thus  did  our  avowed  objedls  progreflively 
change.  It  would  be  faid  that  we  might  fairly  enter  Tnto  a  mW 
with  one  view,  and  afterwards,  as  the  alteration  of  circumftances 
made  it  neceflary  or  convenient,  to  change  that  vlew^for  another. 
Be  it  fo,  for  the  fake  of  argument ;  but  it  became  not  us  to  fay 
that  we  were  fighting  in  defence  of  morality,  religion,  and  the  right$ 
of  civilized  fociety,  who  had  entered  into  the  war  about  the  navip 
gation  of  the  Scheldt.  Wc  had  confefled  that  this  was  the  objeft 
for  which  we  began,  and  we  were  not  now  to  b^aft  of  higher  mo- 
tives. But  for  this  aggreffion  on  our  ally,  the  caufe  of  morality  and 
religion  would  have  been  left  to  other  defenders.  If  the  change  of 
objedl  was  a  queftion  of  policy,  let  it  be  fo  ccMifidered.  '  What  had 
appeared  to  make  it  more  politic  now  than  at  the  commencement  of 

*  For  this,  and  the  other  papers  referred  to  by  Mr.  Fox  in  the  courf«j 
of  his  fpeech,  vide  a  CoUeaion  oi  State  Paper*  relative  to  the  war 
againft  France,  printed  for  J •  Dcbrett, 
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the  war  f  Had  our  experience  at  Toulon,  the  fucccfs  of  the  Earl  of 
Moira's  expedition,  or  the  internal  ftate  of  France,  convinced  ut 
that  we  had  a  better  profpe<ft  of  terminating  the  war  by  the  aid  of 
^Frenchmen  than  before :  We  had  difdaimed  peace  with  the  ^efenl 
rulers,  and  we  had  difclaimed  interfering  iti  the  interkial  Govenv 
inent  of  France.     How  difclaimed  interfering  ?     We  were  aftu- 
ally  Interfering,  and  our  interference  was  of  the  very  worft  fort.  We 
faid  that  our  obje6l  was  not  to  build  up  a  Government  for  France, 
biit  to  deftroy  the  fyftem  which  now  domineered  in  it.     SuppoTe 
this  point  gained,   were  we  to  leave  the  French,  thus  deprived  of 
every  thing  like  a  Government,  to  fettle  one  foi:  themfelves  ?  Were 
we  to  fay  to  them,  *^  You,  of  whofe  wifdom,  nioderationi  ^d 
(lumanity  we  have  had  fuch  proofs,  and  entertain  fuch  an  opinion^ 
aflfemble  a^in  by  your  delegates,  as  you  did  in  17S9,  and  build 
up  a  Government  to  your  own  liking,  a  Monarchy,   a  RepiU)Uc, 
no  matter  what,  fo  it  be  not  Jacobinifm  i'*    Thus  we  fhoifld  pro- 
^fe  to  let  loofe  the  French  again  to  that  ftate  from  which  we  want- 
ed, tp  recal  them,  and  to  renew  all  thofe  horrors  which  we  had  fo  of- 
ten deplored.     This  mode  of  interference,  was  only  politic  inaf- 
inuch  as  it  was  faithlefs.     It  might  be  hoped  to  unite  ia  our  favour, 
i)ll  thofe  who  hated  the  prefent  fyAem ;  but  of  thefe  how  irumy  muft 
be  deceived  ?  '  One  man  might  join  us  becaufe  he  wifhed  for  ths 
reftoration  of  the  old  defpotifm  ;  another  becaufe  he  wHhed  for  a  li- 
mited Monarchy  ;  a  third  for  a  Republic  on  better  principles — and 
each  confiding  that  our  views  were  the  fame  with  his  own.     Two  of 
thefe  at  leaft  muft  be  difappointed,  perhaps  all  the  three.     Was 
this  mere  theory  ?     Had  not  a  noble  Lord  (Mulgrave)  told  the 
Houfe  that  fuch  was  the  ftate  of  the  people  at  Toulon,  almoft 
equally  divided  between  abhorreiKC  of  the  old  Government  and  ab- 
horrence of  the  new  ;  and  when  there  was  neither  foreign  force, 
nor  the  cruel  rigour  of  the  prefent  fyftem  to  controul  their  paflions, 
would  they  not  break  out  into  afts  of  open  conteft  and  violence? 
But  what  he  thought  moft  to  be  complained  of,  was,  that  we  had 
been  drawn  into  the  war  upon  profeffions  of  neutrality,  if  neutra-t 
lity  could  be  prefcrved,  and  were  now  called  upon  to  perfift  in  it, 
on  declarations  diredlly  oppofite ;  that  the  people  had  been  deluded 
by  falfe  pretences,  to  fpend  their  money  and  their  blood  for  pur- 
pofes  to  which,  if  fairly  ftated  to  them  in  the  firft  inftance,  they 
.would  not  have  confented ;   and  being  once  engaged  in  the  war, 
"Werctold  that  they  could  not  get  out  of  it.     He  had  often  been  puz- 
zled to  divine  what  were  the  motives  upon  which  Minifters  diem- 
felves  were  afting.     During  part  of  the  laft  campaign,  he  thought 
they  meant  to  adhere  to  their  profcffed  intentions.     While  a  civil 
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^ns  Was  raging  in  La  Vendee,  we  took  Valenciennes  and  Mentx, 
The  garrifons  of  thofe  places  we  bound  not  to  ferve  againft  any  of 
the  aUies  for  a  (Upulated  time,  but  we  did  not  prohibit  them  from 
bearing  arms  againft  the  Royalifts  in  La  Vendee.  In  fad  we  did  as 
much  as  if  we  had  fent  them  againd  the  Royallfts,  for  we  difmiiled 
Ihem  without  the  poffibility  of  being  employed  but  only  there. — • 
7hi$  was  perhaps  meant  to  (hew  that  they  difclaimed  interfering  in 
the  internal  Government  of  France ;  and  to  refute  as  calumnies, 
the  allegations  that  to  interfere  was  their  exprefs,  although  not  their 
avowed,  objedt.  In  the  fubfequent  part  of  the  campaign,  the  ef^ 
fc&  of  this  condu6l  was  completely  eflaced  in  one  point  of  view, 
but  not  in  another,  for  the  reproach  of  it  flill  remained.  It  was 
efiaced  by  Ae  declarations  at  ToulcMi,  by  the  King's  manifeftoes, 
and  by  preparing  an  army  for  die  avowed  purpofe  of  co-operating 
with  tfiofe  very  Royalifts.— He  had  thus  fhewn  the  inconfiftencies 
of  Minifters  with  rcfpedt  to  the  profclTed  objed  of  the  war,  but 
thefe  were  not  all.  They  had  formerly  contended,  that  if  we  fuf- 
fered  France  to  aggrandize  hcrfelf  at  the  expence  of  the  Emperor 
and  the  King  of  Sardinia,  we  might  have  to  contend  againft  her 
increafed  power,  when  our  prefent  allies,  offended  at  our  neutra* 
iity,  would  not  aflift  us.  He  had  never  been  able  to  fee  the  force 
of  this  argument.  He  had  always  imagined  that  what  we  (hould  be 
principally  called  upon  to  fumifli  in  any  war  with  France,  would 
be  money ;  and  that  our  continental  allies  would  not  refufe  to  ac- 
cept of  fubfidies  from  us  at  any  time.  What  was  now  the  fadl  ? 
Did  we  fear  that  the  Emperor  would  make  peace  with  France  too 
foon,  if  we  did  not  intcrpofe  ?  Fortunate  for  Europe  would  it  have 
been  if  he  had  done  fo  ;  and  the  barrier  of  the  Netherlands,  which 
the  mif^en  policy  of  a  former  reign  had  dcmoliflied,  might  hzvt 
been  reftored.  Would  the  King  of  Pruffia  have  withdrawn  him- 
felf  fooner,  or  might  he  not  have  been  prevailed  upon  by  a  fubfidy 
to  lend  his  troops  as  he  had  done  now — ^as  the  Emperor  might 
foon  do  alfo  ?  Beiides  our  engagements  with  the  King  of  PrufTia 
and  the  Emperor,  we  had  entered  into  various  Conventions  with 
other  powers.  One  of  thefe,  the  treaty  with  the  King  of  Sardinia, 
had  been  the  fubjed  of  difcuffion  before,  and  it  was  unneceffary  to 
enlarge  upon  it  again.  But  in  this  had  we  any  equivalent  for  what 
we  engaged  to  perform  ?  On  all  the  occafions  referred  to  as  pre- 
cedents in  the  former  debate,  we  had  to  fear  that  the  King  of  Sar- 
dinia might  j(rin  our  enemy,  and  to  bring  him  over  to  our  fide  was 
a  material  advantage — Was  there  any  danger  of  his  joining  France 
in  the  prefent  war,  if  we  had  left  him  to  his  own  councils  ?  His 
neutrality  would  have  been  much  more  advantageous  to  tlie  alUcs 
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than  his  afliftancc.  But  it  was  faid  he  would  make  a  powerful  dl- 
vcrfionia  our  favour,  and  by  drawing  off  a  confiderable  part  of  the 
French  force  to  the  South,  facilitate  our  operations  in  Flanders. 
At  prefent,  the  diverfion  he  made  was,  by  an  incurfion  of  the 
French  into  his  own  territory.  Would  he,  with  his  Britifli  fub- 
fidy,  be  able  to  defend  his  own  dominions,  and  prote6t  Italy  ? 
Clearly  not,  and  the  fafety  of  Italy  muft  now  depend  on  a  great 
Auftrian  force.  From  fuch  information  as  was  acc^ffible  to  every 
man,  he  heard  of  nothing  but  the  fuccefs  of  the  French  on  the  fide 
of  Italy,  and  what  was  ftill  worfe,  the  difpofition  of  the  people  in 
their  favour,  who  hated  nothing  more  than  both  the  Auftrian  and 
Sardinian  Government.  The  French  had  entered  Piedmont  at  tv,v 
points,  were  threatening  Turin,  and  could  only  be  repelled  by  an 
Auftrian  army.  In  whofe  favour  then  was  the  diverfion  by  fubfi- 
dizing  the  King  of  Sardinia  r — of  the  French  who  employed  a  force 
in  that  quarter  which  they  could  not  perhaps  have  tranfported  to  the 
North  ;  and  againft  the  Emperor,  whofe  exertions  in  Flanders 
muft  be  weakened  by  the  exertions  he  was  thus  obliged  to  make  in 
Italy.  All  the  Conventions  contained  a  claufe  by  which  the  con- 
tracting parties  bound  thernfelves  not  to  lay  down  their  arms,  wMe 
any  part  of  the  territory  of  either  of  them  remained  in  pofleflion  of 
the  enemy,  and  this  was  to  extend  to  all  powers  who  fhould  accede 
to  the  confederacy. 

Minifters  were  formerly  aflced  if  the  Emperor  and  the  King  of 
Pruffia  had  acceded   to  this  guarantee  ?   It  was  unneceffaiy  to  aflc 
them  now ;  the  King  of  Pruflia  had  laid  down  his  arnis,  till  he 
was  .bought  by  our  money  to  take  them  up  again  ;  and  the  Empcrof 
had  refufed  to  agree  to  the  claufe.     Thus,  we  alone  were  bound  to 
continue  a  war,   now  declared  to  be  a  war  ad  internecineniy  and  con- 
fequently  of  incalculable  duration.      We  entered  into  a  treaty  with 
Prufiia,  by  which  neither  party  was  to  have  laid  down  arms,  but 
by  confent  of  the  other.      From  this  engagement  he  efcaped  by  a 
loop-hole  i  for  as  none  of  his  dominions  were  within  reach  of  the 
enemy,  he  had  qnly  to  withdraw  his  troops  from  the  fcene  of  adlion, 
and  tell  us  that  he  had  not  made  peace  with  France.      But  he  was 
bound  to  continue  war  in  other  parts,  till  the  objeds  of  it  were  ob- 
tained.     Did  he  get*  rid  of  this  by  another  loop-hole,  under  the 
words,  "  as  long  as  circumftances  will  permit?"    Such  was  Ws  en- 
gagements in  July,  1793.     What   change  of  circumftances  had 
happened  in   February,    1794?     Had  he  fuftained  lofles  ;  had  he 
fufFered  defeats  ?     No.     The  campaign,  Minifters  affured  us,  had 
been  moft  fuccefsful  ;  but  he  had  difcovered  that  war  had  a  ten- 
.  (iency  ^o  exhauft  finances  ;  he  had  found  out  a  circumftance  which 
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it  was  impofliblc  to  forcfcc,  that  his  viftories  would  coft  him  fome^ 
thing !   This  was  the  unlooked-for  circumftance  that  would  not  per- 
mit the  King  of  Pruflia  to  continue  the  war.     Had  the  Public  been 
told  in  July,  1793,  that  the  treaty  was  binding  upon  him  only  for 
the  reft  of  the  campaign,  they  would  have  feen  it  in  a  very  different 
point  of  view.     The  war  was  called  the  common  caufe  of  the  ci- 
vilized world,  and  all  Europe,  we  had  been  affured,  would  join 
us  in  it.      A  great  confederacy,  indeed,    had  been  formed  ;  but 
many  of  the  powers  of  Europe  had  not  joined  us,  and  it  was  rca- 
fonable  to   conclude  that  they  had  not  the  fame  apprehenfions  of 
danger.       If  the  general  intereft  were  to  be  admitted,  the  Emperor 
had  ftili  a  more  particular  intereft  than  we.     He  contributed  large 
armies,    but  no  part  of  the  fubfidy  to  Pruffia.     It  was  even  faid, 
that  Miniftcrs  afked  him  to  pay  his  fhare,  but  that  he  refufcd  ; 
hence  it  was  clear,  that  all  the  money  muft  be  fupplied  by  us  and 
the  Dutch.     The  Emperor  poffeffed  various  and  rich  dominions  re- 
mote from  the  feat  of  war.     From  thefe  he  could  not  draw  fuppfies 
in  money.      Even  the  part  of  his  territories  the  moft  expofed  to  the 
enemy,    more   abounding  in  wealth  than  almoft  any  country,  thi» 
excepted,  refufed  to  affift  him  ;  fo  that  he  was  obliged  to  come  here 
for  a  great  and  heavy  loan.     The  propriety  of  allowing  a  foreign 
Power  to  draw  money  out  of  this  country  by  loan,  he  would  not 
now  difcufs.     His  opinion  was,  that  it  was  beft  to  leave  individuals 
to  their  own  judgement.     But  the  loan  Ihewed  that  the  Emperor 
had  no  refource  but  here.      If  the  loan  fliould  fail,  where  was  he 
to  go  ?   or  if  he  wanted  another  next  year,  and  could  not  obtain  it, 
muft  he  come,  like  the  King  of  Pruffia,  for  a  fubfidy  ?  How  could 
we  refufe  him,  if  it  was  true  that  the  exiftcnce  of  Jacobinifm  in 
France  was  incompatible  with  our  fafety  as  a  nation  ?  Muft  not  wc 
give  fubfidy  after  fubfidy,  while  &e  war  was  going  on  with  various 
fuccefs,  and  the  end  of  it,  on  the  only  terms  on  which  we  faid  it 
could  be  ended,  was  too  remote  for  fpeculation  ?   The  confcquence 
he  drew  from  all  this  was,  that  we  ought  to  think  of  fome  rational 
mode  of  obtaining  peace.    That  could  be  in  one  of  three  ways— by 
treating,  by  compelling  the  enctny  to  fubmit  to  our  own  terms,  or 
by  treating  with  fufficient  force  in  our  hands  to  induce  compliance 
with  reafonable  demands.     The  Houfe  had  never  fanftioned  the 
dangerous  fpeculation — that  to  fecurc  England,  we  muft  deftroy  Ja- 
cobinifm  in  France.     The  experience  of  ages  had  proved  it  to  be 
the  will  of  Providence,  that  Monarchies,  Oligarchies,  Ariftocra- 
cies.  Republics,  might  exift  in  all  their  feveral  varieties  in  different 
parts  of  the  world,  without  irapofing  the  neceffity  of  endlefs  wars 
Pn  the  reft.     The  argument  for  peace  had  this  advantage,  that  if 
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peace  £hould  fail,  wc  might  then  rcfort  to  war ;  but   fix>in  war  to 
peace,  if  that  experiment  (hould  fail,  traniition  was   not  fo  cafy. 
The  French  Government  had  exiAed  for  two  years.       A    powerful 
confederacy  had  been  formed,  numerous  armies  and  great  Generals 
employed  againft  it,  and  yet  internally  it  appeared  to  be  ftrongpr 
than  ever-     In  the  firft  campaign,  the  Duke  of  Brunfwick,   at  the 
head  of  a  veteran  army,  bad  been  compelled  to  retreat,   and  the 
Auftrian  Netherlands  were  over-run.     In  the   fecond    campaign, 
armies  ftill  more  formidable,had  been  brought  into  the  field,   and  it 
bad  been,  as  Minifters  boafted,  not  merely  fuccefsful,  but  brilliant. 
Yet  the  French  Government  internally  remained  untouched  by  our 
difafters  or  our  fuccefles.     If  this  was  the  dreadful  fitu^ition  in  which 
^  we  were  placed,  if  we  were  at  war  with  a  nation  that  rofe  in  num- 
bers and  endiufiafm  as  much  on  our  vidtories  as  our  defeats,  we  muA 
adopt  the  principle,    ^/7  a^um  reputansy  dum  quid  fupereffit  agen- 
dum.    We  had  done  nothing  while  any  thing  remained  to  do  ;  we 
might  take  iflands  in  the  Weft  Indies ;  we  might  even  circumfcribc 
the  European  territories  of  France  ;  but  wliile  the  nation  remaiiierf, 
we  were  no  nearer  peace.     This  was  a  iituadon,  melancholy  and  de- 
plorable at  any  time,  but  mgch  more  fo  when. we  adverted  to  the 
inability  of  our  allies  to  go  oh,  but  as  we  could  ai!brd  to  pay  them. 
But  if  we  chofe  to  revert  to  the  old  maxim  of  State  policy,  viz.  thsd: 
the  internal  anarchy  of  France,  or  any  other  country,  was  no  con- 
cern of  ours,  then  indeed  our  fuccefles  in  the  Eaft  and  Weft  Indies 
would  tell  in  our  favour.     Far  was  he  from  undervaluing  thofe  fuc- 
cefles, or  the  merit  of  the  gallant  officers  by  whofe  valour  and  ikUi 
they  had  been  atchieved  ;  but  he  wiflied  them  to  prove  not  merely 
a  fource  of  glory  to  the  officers,  but  of  folid  advantage  to  the  coundy. 
The  fettlements  and  iflands  we  had  taken  in  the  Eaft  and  Weft 
Indies,  were  excellent  materials  for  negociation,  but  nothing  for 
overturning  the  prefent  Government  of  France.     If  we  aimed  only 
at  a  fafe  and  equitable  peace  for  ourfelves  and  our  allies,  they  might 
be  reftorcd  for  reftitution  of  what  had  been  conquered  from  any  of 
thofe  allies,  or  kept  as  indemnity  for  the  paft,  and  fecurity  for  the 
future,  as  the  relative -circumftances  of  the  war,  and  our  engagc- 
pient9,  might  point  out.     He  therefore  wiftied  the  .Houfe,  and  the 
jcoimtry,  to  confider  whether  wc  had  not  now  the  means  of  making 
pe^ce  ;  for  on  the  terms  on  which  Minifters  faid  it  could  alone  be 
piade,  he  defpaired  of  ever  obtaining  it.     They  faid  formerly,  that 
France  was  ijot  in  a  negociable  ftate  ;  that  there  was  no  man  in  It 
who  could  anfwer  for  the  conduft  of  another.     Was  this  the  prefent 
fete  of  France  ?  He  was  little  inclined  to  pay  any  compliment  io 
tyranny,   but  it  was  furely  in  the  power  of  it,  while  it  lafted,  ta 
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Goefce  its  own  ftibjeAs.     If  the  prefent  rulers  of  Frarice  though 
piopoc  to  declare  war  againft  any  neutral  nation,  even  againft  Aine<» 
rica,  did  any  man  (]oubt  that  they  would  be  obeyed  )     Why  dieo 
doubt  their  being  obeyed  if  they  made  peace  with  any  nation  with 
whom  they  are  at  war  ?     If  by  force,  as  fome  pretended,  they-fenC 
their  peo(4e  to  the  field  of  batde,  very  little  force  would  be  fuflkient 
t&fdbrain  them  from  it.     They  had  been  guilty  of  no  infringement 
of  the  rights  of  neutral  ftates ;  they  rcfpeded  the  Swifs  territory  un- 
der veiy  difficult  drcumftances,  and  they  pafled  through  part  of  the 
Genoefe  territXMry  in  arms,  without  ^vingoccafion  for  a  iin^  com- 
plaint*   He  wifbed  that  we  might  be  able  to  maint^n  a  good  under- 
ibnding  with  neutral  States,  in  every  inftatice^  as  wdl.     He  was 
peady  tx>  allow,  that  it  was  oile  thing  to  propofe  peace,  and  another 
to  obtun  it.     With  a  nation  in  a  ftate  fo  anomalous  as  that  of 
Fiance,  all  events  muft  be  doubtful.     But  if  we  were  to  pmpofe 
peace,  and  fail,  what  (hould  we  lofe  ?  Would  the  Kii^  of  Fruflia 
t^e  BO  more  of  our  money  ?    Would  the  Emperor  refiife  a  fubfi<i^ 
when  he  had  occasion  for  it  ?  This  we  (hould  gain,  that  the  Con- 
i^eittiDQ  would  be  no  l(X)ger  able  to  delude  the  people  of  France  in^ 
tatho  perfuafton  that  we  were  making  war  upon  them,  not  for  the 
ufual  (^je£b  of  war,  but  for  the  deftrudiion  of  their  liberties;  and 
vc  (hoidd  convince  the  people  of  this  country,  that  the  war  was  not 
carried  on  upon  principles  hoftile  to  freedom,  from  which  Great  Bci* 
tain  had  mpve  to  fear  than  any  odier  nation. 

Some.£uiguine  men  were  of  opinion,  that  certain  principles  efiab* 
Mied  iaone  country  mufi  neceflarily  difturb  the  peace  of  another. 
He  doubted  the  do<^ine  when  he  firft  heard  it ;  znd  the  more  h§ 
Q^sainined*  the  vookc  he  difliked  it.     If  it  was  maintained  that  opi- 
nions held  in  Fiunoe,  muft  contaminate  the  minds  of  Englifhmen^ 
&VS  would  lead  to  a  revival  of  every  fpecies  of  intolerance,  and  to  a 
OHflre  rigorous  fcrutiny  of  opinions  than  could  be  fafe  for  ifates  or  in- 
dividuals, more  efpecially  for  this  country.     Had  it  not  often  been 
faid  that  the  French  Revolution  owed  its  origin  to  the  American  war; 
that  opinions  borrowed  from  America  gave  it  birth?  This  was  fo 
plaufiblo  that  he  l^new  not  how  to  doubt  it.     Not  that  the  French 
took  the  American  opinions  as  they  really  were ;  they  adopted  them 
crudely  in  theory  and  perverted  them  in  practice.    Whence  did  the 
Americans  receive  their  opinions  ?  Not  from  the  wandering  l4idians» 
not  from  Mexico  and  Peru,  they  carried  them  from  England.     He 
nvuft  therefore  deprecate  quedioning  opinions  on  the  pofllble  confe-^ 
quences  to  which  they  might  lead,  for  then  would  both  America 
and  England  be  found  guilty.     Whence  were  derived  the  Rights  of 
Mao^  fp  much  abufed  by  mifapplication,  fo  fundamentally  tnie  I 


35a  PARLIAMENTARY  A*  1794. 

Not  from  the  ancients,  not  from  Alia  or  Africa,  but  from  Great 
Britain ;  fix>m  that  philofophy,  if  it  was  ftill  fafc  to  ufe  the  wordj 
-which  Locke  and  Sydney  taught  and  illuftrated.     If  we  were  once 
to  argue  that  the  principles  of  any  one  people  are  dangerous  to  others, 
then  we  muft  be  odious  to  all  other  nations,  whofe  forms  of  Go- 
vernment and  modes  of  thinking  had  lefs  of  liberty  than  our  own. 
To  defpotic  Governments  we   muft  be  deteftable,     ^*   Although 
France,"  they  might  fay,  "  has  been  the  Theatre  on  which  the 
abominations  that  flow  from  thofe  principles  has  been  exhibited,  yet 
England  is  the  author,"  and  the  example  of  England  they  would 
feel  to  be  more  dangerous,  as  truth  is  a  more  powerful  inftrument 
*  than  error.    When*  the  Courts  of  Berlin  and  Vienna  exhibited  fuch 
inftances  of  perfidy  and  injuftice,  might  they  not  well  think  Britifli 
juftice  and  good  fiith  an  example  to  their  people  and  a  reproach  to 
themfelves,  not  to  be  tolerated  ?  He  would  now  aflume,  that  the 
Houfe  was  to  differ  from  him  in  all  he  had  f^d,  and  to  perfift  in 
the  plan  of  overturning  Jacobinifm  in  France,  as  the  only  rdad  to 
peace.     In  that  cafe  they  were  bound  to  fay  fo  in  explicit  terms, 
and  to  declare  moreover,  that  in  conjun<Sion  with  a  certain  defcrip- 
tion  of  Frenchmen,  they  meant  to  obtain  fome  definite  form  of  Go- 
vernment for  France.     Then  every  Frenchman  would  know  what 
he  had  to  expeft  of  us.     If  we  declared  for  what  fome  chofe  to  call 
the  old  Monarchy,  but  which  he  (hould  ever  call  the  old  defpodfm, 
many  would  repair  to  the  ftandard.     If  we  declared  for  the  Con- 
ftitution  of  1789,  thofe  who  approved  of  that  Conftitution  would 
join  us.     And  if  y^e  declared  for  any  form  of  a  Republic,  a  word 
which  remembrance  of  the  grievances  and  oppreffions  under  the 
Monarchy,  had  rendered  popular,  we  (hould  have  the  adherents  of 
that  fyftem.    Then  men  would  join  us  whom  we  meant  not  to  de- 
ceive.   By  profeffing  only  to  demolifh  Jacobinifm  without  fpecifying; 
what  we  meant  to  ereft  in  its  ftead,  we  might  have  more  hands  but 
fewer  hearts,  for  all  who  joined  us  would  conftantly  fufpedl  that 
they  were  aflifted  but  to  be  betrayed.     If  therefore,  the  Houfe 
(hould  not  adopt  the  better  refolution,  he  {hould  move  another  ref»- 
lution  to  this  effeft.     He  had  carefully  avoided  touching  on  the  mi- 
,  litary  condud  or  the  prefent  ftate  of  the  campaign.    He  had  early  in 
the  feffion  examined  the  attention  paid  to  proteQing  our  trade,  he 
feared  with  but  little  of  the  eflPeft  which  he  hoped  to  produce,  as  the 
premiums  for  infurance,  then  triumphantly  held  up  as  an  argument 
againft  him,  too  fully  proved  by  their  rapid  increafe.     He  looked 
to  Flanders  with  pain  and  anxiety ;  we  had  deftroyed  many  of  the 
enemy,  fince  the  opening  of  the  campaign,  but  alas,  the  (laughter 
had  not  been  all  on  one  fide.     He  had  felt  fome  curiofity  to  calcu- 
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ble  tfaelofs  of  die  alUeft  of  ail  deicripd<ns  in  die  iaft  campaign  in  all 
die  points  of  a6tioni  from  fuch  documents  as^ere  public,  and  alfo 
to  efiimate  die  lofs  of  the  Frencb»  which  could  hardly  be  lefs  dian 
200,000.  What^  were  we  to  think  of  conquerii^  a  people  wh6 
could  bear  fuch  a  lofs  as  this,  and  ftiU  prefent  fuperior  numbers  in 
every  point  of  attack?  We  took  Landrecies,  and  while  we  Were 
ddpg  that,  the  enemy  puflied  into  Weft  Flanders,  fropi  which^ 
miA.  ail  the  well-earned  laurels  our  troops  had  obtained,  we  had  not 
yet  been  able  to  diflodge  them.  Without  profefling  to  be  a  cridc 
in  war^  when  he  looked  at  the  frontier,  he  could  not  help  thinking 
the  conqueft  of  France  a  more  defperate  crufade  than  ever.  What 
laid  <iur  allies  of  the  French  ?  The  Emperor  publiftied  that  the  at'- 
tack  of  the  1 7th,  was  admirably  planned ;  that  in  the  execution^ 
Generals,  officers,  and  men,  all  merited  equal  praife ;  and  yet  it 
totally  fuled.  Hence  he  muft  conclqde  that  we  had  to  cope  widi  a 
very  formidable  enemy.  Was  it  owing  to  the  elements  that  the 
plan  mifcarricd  ?  No,  it  was  becaufe  Weft  Flanders  was  interfered 
by  hec^es  and  ditches.  Was  this  a  thing  unknown  before  to  the 
Emperor's  officers  in  his  own  territories?  Did  they  plan  an  attack 
only  to  difcover  that  they  were  fighting  in  an  inclofed  country?  Ic 
was  like  the  King  of  Pruffia's  difcovery  that  war  coft  money*  Since 
then  we  had  obtained  a  vidory,  on  which  no  man  could  be  fuppc^ed 
<o  dwell  with  more  peculiar  pleafure  than  he,  but  the  only  effe£t  of 
that  victory  was,  not  to  diilodge  the  French  from  their  pofidon  in 
Flanders,  but  to  avert  a  great  danger  from  the  allied  army.  When 
fuch  was  the  ftate  of  the  campaign  in  Flanders,  when  the  Spaniards 
and  Piedmontefe  were  repulfed,  and  inftead  of  making  a  diverfion 
required.^iftance,  furely  he  might  infer  that  there  ^  was  as  littk 
I  pro^ft  of  deftroying  the  Jacobin  Oovemment  in  France  now  as 
when  the  war  began,  and  we  profefted  no  fuch  objcd.  Why  not 
then  recur  to  old  maxims,  when  our  viftories  and  the  iflands  wc 
had  taken  might  give  them  fuch  effeft  r  It  was  impoffible  to  diffem- 
ble  that  we  had  a  ferious  difpute  with  America ;  and  aldiough  we 
might  be.  confident  that  the  wileft  and  beft  man  of  his  age,  who  pre« 
fided  in  die  Government  of  that  country,  would  do  every  thing  that 
became  him  to  avert  a  war,  it  was  impoffible  to  forefce  die  iftue* 
America  h^d  no  fleet,  no  army;  but  in  cafe  of  war  (he  would  find 
various  means  to  harafs  and  annoy  us.  Againft  her  w€  could  not 
ftrike  a  blow  that  would  not  be  as  feverely  felt  in  London  as  in 
America,  fo  indentified  were  the  two  countries  by  commercial  int^- 
courfe.  To  a  conteft  with  fuch  an  adverfary  he  looked  as  the 
greateft  .poffible  misfortune ;  this  was  an  addidonal  modve  for  put-' 
YoL.  XXXVIII.  Z%.. 


354  PARLIAMENTARY  A.  1794. 

ting  an  end  to  our  crulade  againfi;  France.    He  concluded  with  read- 
ing the  following  refolutions : 

Refolved,  I.  That  it  appears  to  this  Houfc,  that  during  the  fcvcral 
changes  which  took  place  in  the  Conditution  and  Government  of  France, 
before  the  commencement  of  hoililitiesy  and  more  particularly  after  the 
events  of  the  lothof  Auguft  1792,  when  His  Majefty  was  advifed  by  his 
Miniflers  to  fufpend  all  oflScial  communication  with  France,  it  was,  and 
continued  to  be,  the  profeflcd  principle  and  policy  of  His  Majefty's  Go- 
vernment, careftiily  to  obferve  a  ftri£t  neutrality,  and  uniformly  to  ab- 
dain  from  any  interference  with  rcfpedl  to  the  internal  affairs  of  France. 
That  when  His  Majefly  was  advifed  to  make  a  farther  augmentation  of 
his  forces  by  fca  and  land  at  the  beginning  of  the  la{l  year,  it  was  for  the 
declared  purpofe  of  oppofing  views  of  aggrandifemcnt  and  ambition  on 
the  part  of  France,  and  that  when  His  Majefty  acquainted  Parliament, 
that  a6ts  of  hoftility  had  been  direded  by  the  Government  of  France 
againft  His  Majefty's  fubje6ls,  and  after  war  had  been  declared  againft 
His  Majelly  and  the  United  Provinces,  the  then  avowed  objedl  of  profc- 
cuting  the  war  on  our  part,  was  to  oppofe  all  views  of  farther  aggran- 
difement  imputed  to  France,  and  that  the  profecution  of  the  war  on  this 
ground,  and  for  the  attainment  of  this  objeft,  was  approved  of  by  both 
Houfes  of  Parliament. 

Refolved,  H.  That  it  appears  to  this  Houfe,  that  at,  or  before,  the 
end  of  April,  1793,  the  armies  of  France  were  obliged  to  evacuate  Hol- 
land and  Flanders,  and  to  retire  within  their  own  territory;  and  that 
the  Prince  of  Cobourg,  Commander  in  Chief  of  the  Emperor*s  forces  in 
Flanders,  did  on  the  5th  of  April,  engage  and  declare  that  he  would 
join  and  co-operate  with  General  Dumourier,  to  give  to  France  her 
Conftitutional  King,  and  the  CoTtftitutioniMchJbe  had  formed  for  her- 
fclf\  and  that  the  Prince  of  Cobourg  did  alfo  then  declare,  on  his  word 
of  honour,  that  if  any  ftrong  place?  fhould  be  delivered  over  to  his  troops, 
he  fliould  confidef  them  no  otherwife  than  as  facred  depofits;  and  that 
on  the  9th  of  the  fame  month,  all  the  preceding  declarations  of  the 
Prince  of  Cobourg  were  revoked. 

Refolved,  HI.  That  it  appears  to  this  Houfe,  that,  by  the  ijth  ar- 
ticle of  the  treaty  concluded  with  the  Landgrave  of  Hefle  Caflel,  on  the 
10th  of  April,  1793,  His  Majefty's  Minifters  were  of  opinion  that  the 
fituahon  ef  affairs  had  then  entirely  changed  its  aJpeSl^  in  confequcncc  of 
which  His  Majefty  might  not  have  occafion  for  the  Hellian  troops,  and 
might  be  at  liberty  to  relinquifli  their  fervice,  *on  certain  conditions  of 
compenfation  to  be  macfe  to  the  Landgrave, 

Refolved,  I V,  That  it  appears  to  uhis  Houfe,  that,  on  the  14th  bf  July 
1793,  a  Convention  was  concluded  between  His  Majefty  and  the  Kin^ 
of  Pruffia,  in  which  their  Majefties  reciprocally  promifed  to  continue  Jo 
employ  their  refpet^ive  forces  as  far  as  their  circumflancei  would  permif* 
in  carrying  on  a  war  equally  juft  and  neccflary, 

Refolved,  V.  That  it  appears  to  this  Houfe,  that,  on  the  23d  of  Att* 
guft,  1793,  Lord  Hood  declared  to  the  people  of  Toulon,  that  be  had 
no  other  view  but  that  of  rejioring  peace  to  a  great  nation,  upon  the  moft 
juft,  liberal,  and  honourable  terms — That  the  inhabitants  of  Toulon  did 
in  return  declare,  that  it  was  their  unanimous  wifh  to  adopt  a  Mon«r- 
chical  Government,  fuch  as  it  was  originally  formed  by  the  Confiitmnt  *if' 
fimhlj  of  i*i^() — and  that  Lord  Hood,  by  his  Proclamation  of  the  28th 
of  Auguft,  accepted  of  that  Declaration,  and  did  then  repeat  what  he 


A;  1794*  DEBATES.  355 

hid  already  declared  to  the  people  of  the  South  of  France,  that  he' took 
polTeOion  of  Toulon,  and  held  it  in  trad  only  for  Louis  the  XVIIth. 

Refolvcd,  Vl.  That  it  apppears  to  this  Houfe,  that  the  Conditution, 
to  which  the  declaration  iind  acceptance  flated  in  the  preceding  refolution 
are  applied,  was  the  £ime  which  His  Majefty's  AmbaiTador  at  the  Hague 
did,  in  a  Memorial  prefentcd  to  the  States  General  on  the  2  5th  of  Ja- 
nuary, 1793,  defcribc  in  the  following  terms,  vi* — *•  It  is  not  quite 
four  years  fince  certain  mifcreants,  aflbming  the  name  of  Phiiofdphers, 
haveprefumed  to  think  themfelves  capable  of  eilabliihing  a  new  fyflem 
of  civil  ibciety  ;  in  lirder  to  realize  this  dream,  the  offspring  of  vanity, 
it  became  necedary  ifor  them  to  overturn  and  deflroy  all  eflabliflied  no- 
tions of  fubordination,  of  fnorals,  and  of  religion  ;*'  and  that  this  de- 
fcriptioH' was  applied  by  the  faid  Ambaffador  to  a  Government  with  which 
His  Majedy  continued  to  treat  andnegociate  from  its  inditution  in  1789 
to  its  diilblution  in  Auguft  1792;  and  that  His  MajeAy*s  AmbaiTador 
Wls  not  recalled  from  Paris  until  that  Government  was  diflblved. 

Refoived,  VH.  That  it  appears  to  this  Houfe,  by  the  Declaration 
made  by  His  Majcfty*s  Minifters,  and  dated  on  the  29th  of  Odlober, 
1793,  **  That  his  Majcfty  demands  only  of  France,  that  fome  legitimate 
aud  liable  Government  (hould  be  eflablifhed,  founded  on  the  acknow- 
ledged principles  of  ujiiverfal  judice,  and  capable  of  maintaining,  with 
other  Powers,  the  accuflomed  relations  of  union  and  peace  ;**  and  that 
His  Majedy,  in  treating  for  the  re-eftablifhment  of  general  tranquillity 
with  fuch  a  Government,  ^'  would  propofe  none  other  than  equitable 
and  moderate  conditions,  not  fuch  as  the  expences,  the  rifques,  and  the 
facrificesof  the  war  might  judify ;''  and  that  His  Majelly  hoped  to  find 
in  the  other  powers,  engaged  with  him  in  the  common  caufe^  fentiments 
and  views  perfectly  conformable  to  his  own. 

Refoived,  VUl,  That  it  appears  to  this  Houfe  that,  at  the  commence- 
ment of  the  war,  the  profecution  of  it  was  coniidered  by  His  MajeQy,  as 
acaufe  oi  general  concern  y  in  which  His  Majefty  had  every  reafon  to  hope 
for  the  cordial  co'operation  of  thofe  powers  who  were  united  with  His 
Majefly  by  the  ties  of  alliance,  and  who  felt  an  iutcreftin  the  fame  caufe. 

Kefolved,  IX.  That  it  does  not  appear  to  this  Houie,  that  in  the  pro- 
fecution of  a  war,  confidered  by  His  Majefty  as  a  caufe  of  general  concern^ 
and  as  a  common  caufe^  His  Majedy  has  received  that  cordial  co^/iperatlon^ 
which  we  were  led  to  expert  from  thofe  powers,  who  were  united  with 
him  by  ties  of  alliance,  and  who  were  fuppofed  to  feel  an  intered  in  the 
£ime  caufe, 

Refoived,  X.  That,  on  a  review  of  the  condu6t  of  the  fcveral  powers 
of  Europe,  from  whom,  if  the  caufe  was  common^  and  if  the  concern 
was  general^  fuch  cordial  co-operation  might  have  been  cxpedcd,  it  ap- 
pears to  this  Houfe  that  many  of  thofepowers  have  not  co-operated  with 
His  Majedy;  that  the  Emprefs  of  Ruflia  has  not  contributed  in  any 
fliape  to  the  fupportof  this  common  caufe  ;  that  the  Crowns  of  Sweden 
and  Denmark  have  united  to  fupport  their  neutrality,  and  to  defjpnd  them- 
felves againd  any  attempt  to  force  them  to  take  part  in  this  common 
caufe  ;  that  Poland  is  neither  able  nor  inclined  to  take  part  in  it;  that 
Switzerland  and  Venice  are  neutral;  that  the  King  of  Sardinia  has  re- 
quired and  obtained  a  fubfidy  from  Great  Britain,  to  enable  him  to  a£t 
even  on  the  defenfive;  that  the  King  of  the  Two  Sicilies,  profcfling  to 
make  common  caUfe  with  His  Majedy  in  the  waragaind  France,  is  boiuid 
to  it  by  nothing  but  his  own  judgment,  \n  the  courfe  of  event  i  %\}hich  may 
occur^  and  that  he  is  at  liberty  to  abandon  the  common  caufe  whenever 

Zz   2 
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be  Jhall  judge  thatM  cmlmot.  at^  Um^errnukhJtffiUt,  ^nd  depii^  cantinui  iht 
war;  that  the  efforts  of  Spain  ana  Portugal  hdVo  be^a completely  \ntU 
fedual. 

Refolved,  XI.  That,  with  rt(pt€t  to  the  powers  who  were  priftdpala 
in  the  prefcnt  war,  (tIz*  the  States  OeneraU  the  King  of  Pruffia,'  and 
the  Emperor)  it  appears  to  this  Houfe,  that  the. Stat(es  General,  having 
refufed  to  contra£t  for  the  payment  of  their  portion  of  the  fubfidies,  to 
be  paid  to  the  King  of  Pruffia,  beyond  the.tenrt^  the  prefcnt  year,  have 
thereby  referved  to  themfelTes  a  right  to  withdraw. from  the  fupportof 
the  war,  at  that  period,  and  to  throw  the  whole  burdf  n^pf  it  upon  Creat 
Britain;  that  the  King  of  Pruffia  being  bound  by  ^he.  Convention  of 
Juljr,  1793,  to  a6t  in  the  moJt^feB  cenc&tandthe  mefi  intimate  ca^dtmct 
nuith  His  Ma'jefty^  uton  all  the  ebjeBs  relative  to  tke  frejei^  ivar ;  and 
having  then  promifea  to  eontinne  (p  emfioy. his  forces^  asfarascir-cumfidnce^ 
njooula permit^  in  carrying  on  ihe  mjar;  and  His  Majcfty  having  lince  beea 
obliged,  by  the  treaty  of  the  iQfh  Aprirl,  1794)  td  grant  to  the  King  of 
Pf  uma  an  enormous  fubfidy,  in  order  to  engage  hitti  to  continue  to  co- 
operate in  the  profecution  of  the  war^  it  follows  th^t  the  King  of  Pruffia 
is  no  longer  a  principal  party,  nor  even  an  auxiliary  in  the  faid  War,  but 
that  he  bafely  lends  out  his  troops  to  this  country  in  return  for  a  mod 
profitable  pecuniary  compenfatiouj  at  our  e:ipence  (  and  that  Oreat  Bri- 
tain is,  in  fadt,  loaded  with  his  proper  (lure  of  the  burden  of  a  war, 
which  is  faid  to  be  the  common  caufe  of  every  civiiized  State ;  fihatly, 
that  if  it  were  expedient  or  neccffery  to  purchafc  the  King  of  Pruflk's 
co-operation  on  fuch .  terms,  the  Emperor,  whofe  interefts  are  more  di- 
re6tly  at  ftake,  was  full  as  much  bound  in  reafon  and  judice  as  His  Ms- 
jedy,  or  the  States  General  could  be,  to  contribute  equally  to  that  ex- 
pence;  and  that,  if  at  any  future  period  of  the  war,  the  fimpcrot's  fi» 
nances  fliould  be  fo  exhaufled  as  to  make  it  impoflible  for  him  to  maintain 
it  on  his  part,  at  his  own  charge^  bis  Imperial  Majefly  will  be  invited 
-and  encouraged,  if  not  j  unified,  by  the  exa»iple  and  fuccefs  of  the  King 
of  Pruflia,  to  call  upon  this  country  to  defray  the  whole  expence  of  what- 
ever army  he  may  continue  to  employ  againft  the  French ;  nor  docs  it 
appear  to  this  Hpufe  by  what  didin6lion  in  policy  or  in  argument  the 
terms  granted  to  the  King  of  Pruffia  can  be  refufed  to  the  Emperor,  whofa 
efforts  and  expences  in  the  courfe  of  the  war  have  infinitely  exceeded  thoie 
of  Pruffia ;  or  how  this  country  can,  in  prudence  or  with  fafety,  de- 
cline a  compliance  with  fuch  demands,  if  it  be  true,  as  h^s  been  der 
clared,  that  the  deflrudion  of  the  prefent  French  Government  ie  effen* 
i'lal  to  tbefrcnrity  of  every  thing  which  is  mqfi  dear  4nd*ualu4^le  to  us  as  a 
nettion^ 

Refolved,  XIL  That  it  appears  to  this  Houfe,  that  in  confequence  of 
the  eventaof  the  war  on  the  Continent  and  elfewhere,  all  views  of  aggran^ 
difement  and  ambition  on  the  part  of  France,  fuppofiog  the  French  to 
entertain  fuch  view6,  are  evidently  unattainable,  and  mud  be  relinquiihed 
bv  France;  and  that,  therefore^  the  objeifl  of  the  war,  as  it  was  orir 
ginally  profeft  on  our  part,  viz,  the  reftoration  of  peace  on  terms  of 
pentianent  fecurity,  is  now  attainable,  and  may  be  fecured,  provided 
that,  on  one  fide,  the  French  fliall  be  content  with  the  po0effion  and 
£ifety  of  their  own  country,  and  that  we,  on  the  other,  (hall  adhere  tp 
fhe  principles  of  juftice  and  policy,  fo  often  declared  by  His  Majef^y  and 
^Towed  by  his  Mihifters,  of  uniformly  abftaimngfrom  any  interference  with 
teJheH  to  the  internal  affairs  of  France. 

Belblved,  XIJI^  That  it  is  the  duty  of  His  Majcfty*^  Minifters  to  avail 
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tkemfelves  of  the  prafcnt  circumftances  of  the  war,  and  to  promote  a  pa« 
ci£cation  by  ev^ry  means  in  their  power,  by  propofing  to  France  equitable 
and  moderate  icondirions,  and  above  all  thmg^,  by  aijlainingfrom  any  in-* 
terference  in  the  internal  affair  s  of  France, 

Refc^ed/  XIV.  That  it  it  the  opinion  of  this  Houie»  that  in  every 
poiEble  cafe,  ir  is  eoually  defirable  that  His  Majefly  fliould  make  an  ex« 
plicit  declaration  ot  his  views.  If  ir  is  the  intention  not  to  interfere  in 
the  internal  Government  of  France,  nothing  can  cont  ibute  fo  much  to 
advance  a  negociation  with  thofe  who  now  exercife  the  power  of  Govern** 
ment  in  that  country,  as  fuch  a  declaration  folcmnly  and  explicitly  m<Hle« 
If  on  the  other  hand  it  is  intended  to  interfere,  it  is  highly  elleiit'al  to 
make  the  degree  of  interference  precifely  known,  to  induce  fuch  par^s  of 
the  French  nation  as  are  dilTarisficd  with  the  prefent  Government,  to  unite 
and  exert  themielver with  fatisfadion  and  lecurity. 

Mr.  JENKINSON  oppofed  the  affertions  and  arguments  ad- 
vanced by  the  right  honourable  mover.     He  began  with  ftatingthat 
the  great  objedi  of  his  exertions  had   been  to  prove  that  Miniders 
had  changed  the  abje<fl  of  the  war,  and  that  inftead  of  a  war  un- 
dertaken profefledly  for  the  proteflion  of  our  allies  and  felf-defence, 
it  had  been  perverted  into  an  avowed  intention  of  interference  in  the 
internal  conftitution  of  France.      In  oppofition,  however,  to  thls' 
ftatemcnt,  he  b^ged  leave  to  remind  the  Houfe,  that  the  Scheldt 
was  not  the  only  caufe  upon  which  our  plunging  into  hoftilities  was 
grounded.      He  begged  leave  to  ftate  what  thefe  caufes  were.     The 
firft  was  certainly  the  proteflion  of  our  allies  from  invafion  and  in- 
fult ;  the  fecond  caufe  was  thofe  views  of  aggrandifcment  which  the 
niling  Powers  avowed,  and  that  determinati(in  which  they  exhibited 
of  propagating  their  new-fangled  and  dcftruftive  dodlrines  through 
this  and  every  country  in  Europe  by  the  fword.     The  third  caufe  of 
hoftilities  was  the  infults  which  were  peculiarly  offered  to  this  coun- 
try by  the  French  Convention.     Thefe  various  reafons,  avowed 
and  adledonat  the  time,  proved  inconteltibly  that  the  war,  in  its 
originsd  undertaking,  was  neither  fuppofed  n<T  intended  to  be  purely 
defeirfivc.      In  order  to  enable  the  Houfe  to  form  a  correS  decifion 
l^^n  the  prefent  queltion,  he  begged  to  renund  them  of  the  precife 
declaration  made  by  Miniflers  upon  a  former  occafion,  when  the 
fobjeSof  the  war  was,  as  to-night,  debated,  in  which  rhey  ttafced, 
^▼en  with  the  approbation  of  the  gentlemen  on  the  oppofite  fide  of 
^  Houfe,  that  their  objcdl:  was  to  obt^rtn  indemnity  fur  the  paft, 
^d  fccurity/fbr  the  time  to  come.      With  this  acknowledged  objedl 
w  view,  he  was  now  ready  to  adnut,  without  entering  into  any  dif- 
^lon  upon  the  fubjc6l  of  indemnity,  that  if  fecurity  for  the  future 
^^t  to  be  obtained,  the  war  ought  to  be  brought  to  the  moft  im- 
P^iate  conclufion.     But  this  was  an  objed  which,  however  de- 
lijEahip^  w^  in  hjla  0|)ii>ion^  ill  the  prtfent  ilate  of  things^  impof- 
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Able  to  be  obtained ;  and  upon  this  point  he  was  ready  to  meet  the 
queftion,  and  rifle  the  prefent  iffue.     He  had,  upon  a  former  de- 
bate, aflTerted,  and  he  repeated  it  now,  that,  compared  to  all  for- 
mer wars  in  which  this  country  had  ever  been  involved,  there  was  no 
fccurity  which  we  could  obtain  to  induce  this  country  to  make  peace, 
under  any  probable  profpedl  of  its  continuance.     For  inftancc,   the 
peace  of  Ryfwick,  at  the  time  when  Louis  XIV.  entertained  views 
of  aggrandizement,  fo  dangerous  to  the   general  independence  of 
Europe,  might  be  confidered  as  a  wife  meafurc,  at  leaft  as  a  tem- 
porary expedient,  without  entering  into  the  general  merits  of  the 
meafure ;  becaufe  if  it  lafted  two,  three,  four,  or  five,  years,  yet 
was  it  as  defirable  for  the  one  fide  as  the  other,  enabling  either 
party  to  recruit  its  ftrength,  and  meet  its  antagonift  upon  fair  and 
equal  terms.     But,  in  the  prefent  infl:ance,  there  was  no  fecurity 
of  the  continuance  of  peace  ;  no,  not  for  a  fingle  hour.     To  prove 
the  truth  of  this  afl!ertion,  it  was  only  necefiary  to  rccollecS,  what 
was  the  firiking  feature  of  the  fcveral  events  which  have  marked 
the  revolution  in  France.     What  was  it  overthrew  the  adminiftra- 
tion  of  Nccker  ?— Moderation !      What  deftroyed  the  Conftitution- 
alifts,  the  Girondifts, .  the  Briffotines,  and   Jail  the  various  parties 
which  have  fucceflHively  rifen  and  funk  in  that  agitated  hemifpherc  ? 
—Moderation  !     Or  what  has  ftamped  the  power  lodged  in  the 
hands  of  the  prefent  pofleffors  ?^ — The  total  want  of  rt !     Should 
ever  thefe,  however,   attempt,  to  depart  from  their  ufual  fyftem  of 
violence,  by  thinking  of  fo  humane  and  moderate  an  id^a  as  treat- 
ing for  peace,  their  downfall  would  be  the  inevitable  confequence, 
in  order  to  make  room  for  thofe  who,  to  prove  themfelves  worthy 
their  fituation,  would  inftantly  violate   the  faith  pledged   by  their 
predcceffors !     Thus,  it  was  evident,  that  unlike  what  was  the 
cafe  in  any  former  inftance,  there  was  no  fecurity  to  be  looked  for 
in  the  idea  of  peace.      It  was  aflced,  what  chance  we  were  likely  to 
have  in  obtaining  any  probable  objeft  by  the  continuance  of  hofti- 
lities  ?  He  was  ready  to  admit,  that  gaining  a  few  towns,  or  the 
gaining  of  even  ten  battles,  was  not  of  any  avail  to  the  putting  an 
end  to  the  prefent  calamitous  hoftilities  ;  nay,  farther,  he  had  no 
hefitation  ip  faying,  that  that  object,  however  defirable,  was  only 
to  be  attained  by  the  deftruftion  of  that  fyftem  of  Jacobinifm  which 
domineered  at  Paris,  and,  through  that,  over  the  whole  kingdom  of 
France.     When  he  ftated  this,  he  had  no  hefitation  in  faying,  that 
however  impradlicable  or  diftant  fuch  a  fcheme  might  appear,'  yet 
it  was  by  no  means  impoflible  or  unlikely.     He  had,  on  a  former 
night,  ftated  his  feritiments  upon  this  fubjcft  ;  which  were,  that  in 
order  to  gain  this  confummation  fo  devoutly  to  be  wiftied,  a  ftrong 
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frontier  'was  abiblutely  neceflfary  to  be  fecurec}  in  the  firft  inftancc, 
whence  the  United  Force  might  pufli  forward  with  advantage  to  the 
attainment  of  their  obje<S.     He  was  the  more  confinned  in  the  pro- 
priety of  this  fyftein,  becaufe  (hoiild  we  even  fail  in  the  attainment 
of  Paris,   yet  we  (hould  at  leaft  be  in  pofleflion  of  a  barrier,  which 
would  by  fecuring  our  allies,  be  ultimately  proteflion  to  us.  Much 
had  been  faid  of  the  prevalence  of  opinions,  as  propagated  by  the 
French,      It  was  true  that  thofe  opinions  were  dangerous,  in  pro- 
portion to  the  power,  the  wealth,  the  population,  and  the  influ- 
ence of  France,  among  the  nations  of  Europe  ;  but  they  were  ftill 
more  fo,  when  it  was  confidered  they  were  principles  of  Jacobinifm  ; 
principles  which  went  to  fct  tbe  poor  againft  the  rich,  to  encourage 
thofe  who  had  nothing  to  lofe  againft  tlie  beft  fupporters  of  order 
and  gpod  Government,  and  which,  by  cutting  all  the  bands  of  fo- 
ciety,  tended  to  throw  every  thing  into  chaos  and  confufion.    The 
right  honourable  gentleman  had  attacked  the  treaty  with  his  Sardi- 
nian Majefty,    and  aigued  its  inutility,  from  the  fuccefles  of  the 
French  in  that  quarter.     That  they  had  gained  fome  advantages  in 
that  quarter  could  not  be  denied,  but  ftill  its  good  efFedtsto  the  ge- 
neral caufe  were  dempnftrablc  from  the  diviftons  which  it  caufed, 
and  keeping  fo  great  a  number  of  troops  bufied  in  one  quarter,  who 
might  be  otherwife  fo  very  dangeroufly  employed  in  another.     The 
fubfidizir^  of  the  Pruflian  Monarch,  was  alfo  a  fubjedl  of  much  rc- 
preheniion  ;  for  his  part,  there  was  nothing  in  that  tranfadion  which 
was  a  matter  of  much  furprife  to  him.     It  was  to  be  confidered, 
that  that  monarchy  was  not  to  be  ranked  among  the  firft-rate  em- 
fpires  of  Europe  ;  it  was  merely  artificial,  and  owed  its  power  to  its 
treafures.      If  thofe  failed  it  muft  inevitably  fink  into  a  fccondary 
charadler.      Confidering,  therefore,  that  this  Monarch  had  carried 
on  two  campaigns  at  a  diftancc  from  his  own  territories,  and  where 
he  had  no  probability  of  indemnity  by  the  extenfion  of  territory,  it 
was  nothing  furprifing  or  unreafonable  for  him  to  demand  that  affift- 
ance,  which,  in  carrying  on  the  war,  he  muft  fo  much  ftand  in 
need  of.     The  events  of  the  campaign  had  been  particularly  urged, 
8*  forming  a  ftrong  ground  in  favour  of  the  prefent  motion  ;  for  his 
part,  he  (aw  nothing  that  was  not  in  the  higheft  degree  encouraging. 
The  campaign  had  not  been  fairly  commenced  above  five  or  fix 
weeks  ;  in  that  ftiort  period,  we  had  taken  a  town  (Landrecy)  of 
confidcrable  importance,  and  which  in  former  wars  was  confidered 
as  the  key  to  the  entrance  into  France  ;  and  though  we  had  loft  one 
oi"  two  others,  as  Menin,  Courtray,  &c.  yet,  when  we  contem- 
plated the  determined  valour,  fpirit,  and  cnterprife,  which  diftin- 
puflied  the  whole  of  the  allied  armies,  there  was  every  rcafon  to 


36o  PARLIAMENTARY  A.  1794. 

I 

look  ^fnth  oonfideiKe  to  the  fiiireft  profpe6t  of  fucoeft»  The  xi^ 
honourable  gcndecnan  had  propofcd  a  long  ih-tng  of  n£iiiitionS| 
upon  the  firft  of  which  k  was  his  intention  to  move  the  previous 
qucftion.  As  to  the  laft  of  them,  there  was  no  ground  whttever 
in  fupport  of  it.  It  was  impoflible  in  the  nature  of  things  to  bind 
men  down  to  precife  terms,  as  the  particular  Qbje<9s  of  piufuit. 
F«  r  his  part  be  had  always  afferted  that  one  country  at  peace  with 
another  had  no  right  to  interfere  in  her  internal  concerns  ;  but  he 
hai  as  conflantly  maintained  the  right  of  fuch internal  inteitfexenoei 
^when  one  country  was  engaged  in  a6tual  hoftilities  with  another. 
It  had  been  alfo  afked,  whether  at  the  time  we  were  fo  eager  to  pull 
down  the  prefent  authorities  in  France,  we  were  prepared  te  build 
up  others  in  their  room.  He  cotainly  was  not  prepared  to  fay 
what  precife  form  fhould  be  fubilituted  in  place  of  diem,  becaufe 
.  that  muf^  depend  entirely  upon  circumftances,  aftor  having  at  all 
events  overturned  die  prefent  power  of  the  Jacobins,  whde  exift- 
ence  was  totally  adverfe  to  every  other  audiortty  in  the  world.  For 
thefe  reafons  he  concluded  with  moving  the  previous  quefiion  upon 
die  feft  refolution. 

The  queftion  was  here  called  for,  and  about  to  be  put,  when 
Mr.  SHERIDAN  laid,  that  the  honourable  gentleman  who  had 
juft  fat  down,  had  fpoken  certainly  with  the  tone  erf  die  right  ho- 
nourable Minifter  near  him,  (Mr.  Pitt)  though  not  widi  his  ability: 
lie  had  a  right,  however,  to  conclude  from,  the  filenoe  kept  by  Mi- 
nifters,  that  the  fentiments  uttered  by  the  honourable  gentleman, 
allowing  for  his  warmth  and  confidence  of  affertion,  were  4©  a  great 
degree  their  fentiments.  The  honourable  gentleman  h^d^on  this, 
as  on  moil  occafions,  exprefled  himfelf  with  a  degree  of  confidenoe, 
^iiich  impreffed  his  mind,  as  it  always  had  done,  with  an  idea  - 
that  though  the  honourable  gentleman  was  not  in  the  Cabinet,  yet 
he  certainly  appeared  to  be  fo  much  in  the  fecrets  of  Miniftry  as  to 
be  properly  fuppofed  to  deliver  their  fentiments.  No  other  fuppo- 
iition,  indeed,  could  warrant  the  manner  in  which  that  honourable 
gentleman  delivered  his  fentiments,  unlefs  we  were  to  fuppofe  that 
he  had  an  hereditary  knowledge  of  politics,  and  a  deep  iniight  into 
die  fecrets  of  Cabinets  ran  in  his  blood.  On  the  prefent  occafion, 
he  could  not  but  conceive  that  he  had  paiTed  the  bounds  (of  the  in- 
flrwSions  he  would  not  fay)  but  of  the  intimations  at  loaft  that  had 
been  given  him  by  the  right  honourable  gentlemen  who  wife  his 
fupporters,  and  fat  on  each  fide  of  him  (Mr.  Pitt  and  Mr.  Dundas); 
HFor  he  could  not  conceive,  however  their  filence  might  juftify  the 
fuppofition,  that  th^  were  prepared  to  accompany  the  honourable 
gentleman  in  all  the  lengths  he  had  gone  this  night.     Not  to  H- 
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low  him  through  the  greater  part  of  his  arguments,  few  of  which 
were  of  much  weight,  or  had  the  fmalleft  tendency  to  refute  thofe 
of  his  right  honourable  friend  (Mr*  Fox ;)  he  (hoiild  confine  himfelf 
to  take  fome  notice  of  one  or  two  pofitions,  which  fcemed  to  him 
to  meet  the  queftion  on  a  fair  and  manly  ground.     The  honourable 
gentleman  had  openly  and  candidly  ftatcd)  that  the  objefl  of  the 
war  was  the  deftrudlion  of  the  Jacobin  Government  of  France,  in 
t)rder  to  effect  l«^hich,  our  views  muft  neceffarily  be  turned  to  the 
tieftruftion  of  Paris,  the  only  probable  means  of  effecSing  the  end 
in  view*      Did  the  honourable  gentleman,  or  the  Houfe  ferioufly 
fuppofe,  that  this  objedl  was  fo  attainable  as  he  had  afferted  ?  He 
had  relied  much  on  the  fucceffes  of  the  campaign,  a  campaign, 
which  he  faid,  had  begun  but  a  few  weeks.     He  however  was 
much  afraid,  that  the  calamities  of  the  campaign  had  been  much 
greater  than  the  fucceffes,  and  that  we  had  gained  little  elfe  but  ho- 
nour, and  certainly  honour  of  no  inconfiderable  degree  had  been 
acquired,  efpecially  by  the  Britifti  troops.     But  on  a  fair  review 
and  a  balance  ftruck>  he  was  grieved  to  find^  that  other  advantages 
had  been  few  or  none.     In  the  fame  Gazette  in  which  we  were  in- 
formed that  Prince  Kaunitz  had  driven  the  French  beyond  the 
Sambre,  we  had  intelligence  that  the  enemy  had  penetrated  into 
Luxembourg,  arid  had  forced  General  Beaulieu  to  retreat*     After 
the  ad^on  of  the  2  2d,  which  had  been  reprefertted  with  great  tri- 
umph in  our  Gazette  as  a  Complete  viftory,  (he  did  not  mean  to  im- 
pute any  wilful  mifreprefentation  in  thofe  accounts^  but  he  well 
knew  that  perfons  who  felt  warmly  intereftcd  in  any  caufe,  always 
put  the  beft  face  on  the  pofition  of  affairs)  the  Emperor  publiflicd  a 
bulletin^  which  he  held  in  his  hand,  which  did  not  convey  precifely 
the  fame  idea  of  fo  complete  A  vidtory  as  we  had  been  led  to  expect. 
The  paper  he  luad  no  doubt  was  genuine, '  arid  though  a  great  deal 
had  lately  been  faid  about  forgeries^  he  believed  no  impatation  of 
that  fort  could  be  fairly  laid  to  this  paper.      It  purports  to  be  a  bul- 
letin publiftied  at  Tournay^  on  the  24th  of  May,  by  the  Emperor, 
and  does  great  credit  to  the  heart  of  that  Prince,  as  a  proof  of  his 
humanity  and  love  of  his  fubjeifts*     After  recapitulating  the  fuccefs 
of  his  troops  In  fome  late  a<ftions,  he  goes  on  thus :  **  The  battle  of 
yeftcrdayj  that  of  the  day  before  towards  tlie  Sambre,  ^nd  all  the 
numerous  and  bloody  engagements  which  have  fo  rapidly  fucceeded 
«ne  another,  do  immortal  honour  to  the  talents  of  the  Generals,  to 
the  intrepidity  arid  valour  of  the  troops.    His  Majefty  acknowledges 
it  with  fatisfadtion  and  confidence.     He  is  imprelfed  by  it  with  fen- 
timent*  of  attachment  and  zeal.    He  cftcems  himfelf  happy  in  h^v- 
irg  fuch  allies,  arid  fuch  ah  army.     But  be  only  fcv'is,  in  the  more 
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lively  manner,  the  pain  of  feeing  perifli  fo  many  brave  men,  unhappy 
viiSims  of  the  fuperiority  of  numbers,  of  the  acharnement  of  the 
enemy,  of  their  own  love  for  their  Sovereign,  of  their  difcipline, 
and  dieir  valour.    The  advantages  of  yefterday  and  the  day  before, 
are  fufEciently  known  from  the  refult :  His  Majefty  acknowledges, 
that  they  are  owing  to  the  admirable  condu6t  of  the  troops  ;  but  this 
viftory,  bought  by  fo  much  blood,  cofts  but  too  much  to  his  heart. 
His  Majefty  is  deeply  afflicJcd  with  fo  m.any  misfortunes  and  dif- 
afters :  amid  the  cries  of  vi6tory,  he  hears  the  groans  of  the  wounded. 
The  enemy  has  loft  at  lfeaft'6000  men,  but  the  combined  army 
cannot  have  loft  lefs  tlian   2000  foldiers  killed.     The  day  after 
aooo  com.batants  have  loft  their  lives,  cannot,  to  a  feeling  Mo- 
narch, be  altogether  a  day  of  triumph."     The  horwurable  gende- 
man  had  recounted  the  capture  of  Landrecies  in  a  manner  truly  lu- 
dicrous; he  had  fwelled  it  into  an  obje<5l  of  importance  which  it  did 
not  merit ;  and  inftead  of  conducing  any*  thing  towards  the  real  at- 
tainment of  theobjedl  propofed,  we  were  not  one  inch  nearer  Paris 
than  we  were  before  it  was  taken ;  but  in,  facS,  we  continued  nib- 
bling round  the  rind  of  this  countr)',  which  we  were  fo  Ihortly  to 
enter  in  fpite  of  all  oppofition.     However,  the  honourable  gentle- 
man had  difcovercd  that  though  French  opinions  might  be  harmlefs 
in  themfelves,  yet  when  backed  by  the  power  of  France,  it  became 
ncceffa^  to  oppofe  them.     The  more  powerful  then,  the  more  we 
muft  oppofe  them  ;  and  if  they  fliould  fuccecd  in  conquering  us,  it 
would  be  an  evidence  of  their  power,  confequently  a  frefh  obligation 
upon  us  to  exert  the  laft  remains  of  our  ftrength  in  oppofing  them. 
This  he  took  to  be  fo  clear,  that  he  thought  it  was  as  certain  as 
mathematical  dcmonflration.     Perhaps  the  honourable  gentleman 
received  all  this  as  hereditary  knowledge.     The  fame  language,  he 
well  remembered,  was  held  at  the  time  of  the  American  war.     It 
was  then  faid,  will  you  cede  to  thefe  rebels?  tf  you  do,  the  fpirit 
of  revolt  will  ftalk  abroad  at  home;  Ireland  will  be  loft,  and  the 
crown  itfelf  may  be  unfafe.     If  Minifters  really  did  mean  to  avow 
this  as  their  objedl,  they  had  not  even  fteadily  purfucd  it;  for  the 
Weft- India  expedition  was  a  deviarion ;  and  every  guinea,  and  every 
man  employed  to  that  purpofe,  was  a  grand  defe<5^ion  from  that 
great  objedt,  upon  which  depended,  as  we  were  fold,  the  peace, 
happinefs,  religion,  and  good  Government  of  mankind.      Lord 
Hood,  who  was  now  knocking  his  head  againft  the  walls  of  Baftia, 
was  of  very  little  fervice,  if  he  were  even  fuccefsful  in  his  prcfent 
attempt  with  regard  to  the  final  dSgect.    We  ought  not  to  have  en- 
deavoured to  pilfer  an  indemnity,  without  confidering  the  intcrefts 
^  the  allies  who  contended  in  a  coi?\mon  caufe.    He  was  afraid  tfiat 
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we  could  not  reproach  even  our  mod  faithlefs  allies.  If  all  cant  and 
Kypocrify  were  Ijdd  a(ide>  it  would,  perhaps,  appear,  that  we  had 
entered  into  this  Swifs  romance,  this  mercenary  crufade,  for  no 
othpr  purpofe  at  firft  than  to  (hare  the  fpoil  of  France ;  and  after^ 
wards  we  had  graced  our  iniquity  with  calling  this  a  war  of  religion. 
Mr.  Sheridan  next  noticed  fome  of  the  tranfaftions  of  the  late  im- 
perial loan,  and  the  explanation  Mr.  Pitt  had  given  upon  that  fub- 
je£t.  This  explanation  was  fo  curious,  and  tended  to  put  in  fo 
ftrong  a  point  of  view  the  candour  and  open  dealing  of  the  right  ho- 
nourable gentleman,  that  he  begged  leave  to  read,  for  the'informa- 
tioa  of  tlie  Houfe,  the  correfpondence  that  had  pafled  on  the  fubje<9:, 
as  given  in  a  Miniilenal  paper. 

(copy.) 
SIR,  LonJctty  May  J,  1794* 

When  His  Imperial  Maje(ly*8  Miniftcr  at  this  Court,  and  the  Trea- 
furer  General  ot.the  Aullrian  Netherlands,  propofed  to  my  Houfe  the 
negociation  of  a  loan  fof  the  Emperor,  of  three  millions  ftcrling ;  I 
niade  it  a  fpecial  condition,  in  undertaking  the  negociation,  that  nothing 
Ihould  be  found  in  it  contrary  to  the  exifting  laws,  or  difagrceable  to  the 
Government  of  this  country ;  and  when  I  had  the  honour  of  waiting 
upon  you  this  morning,  with  the  Imperial  Miniflcrs  above  mentioned, 
you  effcdually  removed  every  poffibiiity  of  doubt  on  that  head,  by  de- 
claring the  negociation  perreiStly  legal,  and  afluring  me  that  Govern- 
ment was  pleafed  with  its  fuccefs. 

For  the  fatisfadion  of  the  Public,  I  beg  you  will  have  the  goodnefs  to" 
repeat  that  aiTu ranee  in  writing. 

»      I  have  the  honour  to  be, 

With  the  grcatcft  refpef^,  Sir, 

Your  moij:  obedient,  humble  Servant, 

WALTER  BOyp. 

The  Right  Hof.  miliam  Pitt, 

(COPT.) 

siR«  Davuntng'JIreet^  Saturdayy  May  17. 

In  anffver  to  the  letter  which  I  have  received  from  you  on  the  fubje£l 
of  the  loan  of  three  millions  to  the  Emperor,  which  it  has  been  propofed 
to  you  to  pegociate,  I  have  the  honour  to  accjuaint  you,  that  1  am  not 
^warc  of  any  law  to  prohibit  a  loan  to  a  foreign  State  in  ainity  with  this 
country ;  and  that  in  the  prefent  cafe,  Government  by  no  means  wifh 
to  objed  to  a  meafure  for  the  accommodation  of  His  Imperial  Majcftyi 
with  whom  His  Majefty  js  engaged  in  the  f:lofe{l  union  and  concert. 

I  have  the  honour  to  be.  Sir, 

Your  obedient  humble  Servant, 

(Signed)  W,  PITTf 

Waker  Btyd^  Efq.  Aikemarle-Jireet. 

3A     7. 
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After  fome  remarks  on  thefe  letters,  Mr.  Sheridan  infifted,  that 
if,  in  the  ^ourfe  of  another  year,  the  Emperor  could  not  raifc  a 
fupply,  he  muft  alfo  become  an  artificial  power,  and  apply  to  this 
country  for  a  fubfidy.     The  Emprefs  of  Ruffia,  he  remarked,  had 
alfo  entered  into  a  very  folemn  treaty,   in  which  fhe  had  promifed 
not  to  lay  down  her  arms  but  by  common  confent :  (he  had,  how- 
ever, hitherto  unfortunately  forgot  to  aflc  her  own  confent  to  take 
them  up.      So  that  of  all  our  allies,  one  had  done  nothing  ;  ano- 
ther had  done  all  he  could  do,  and  the  remaining  burden  of  the  war 
muft  reft  upon  ourfelves.     Our  allies  the  Dutch  were  far  from 
pleafed  with  our  poffeffion  of  the  Weft-India  iflands,  and  he  wifhed 
the  prophecy  of  a  perfon,  who  w«s  fuppofed  to  poffefs  the  gift  of  a 
fecond  fight,  might  not  come  true,  viz.  that  His  Majefty's  Mini- 
Ikrs  would  fhortly  pofltfs  every  ifland  in  the  world  except  the;  ifland 
of  Great  Britain.     The  honourable  gentleman  had  declaimed  ygry 
mucji  on  the  impraflicability  of  making  peace  with  the  prefent  Go- 
vernment of  France,  and  had  held  language  >vhich  feemed  to  pledgee 
this  country  to  ^  continuance  of  tlie  war  to  an  unlimited  period. — 
lie  and  his  right  honourable  friends  (houl^  repolkiS,  that  fimilar 
Linguagc  had  been  held  in  the  calamitous  war  with  America,  and 
ih'juld  learn  from  the  example  of  that  fatal  conteft  to  be  more  mo- 
derate in  fiich  afl"crtions,  as  there  certainly  was  ftill  more  In  that  war 
tlian  in  the  prefent  to  juftify  apy  fuch  unqualified  aflfeverations. 
There  was  one  confideration  which  ha4  not  been  touched  on  by  hii 
right  honourable  friend  who  .opened  the  queftion,  which  yet  he 
thought  deferving  the  attention  of  the  Houfe,  as  intimately  con- 
nected with  the  fubjed,  that  was  the  ftate  of  the  country  at  home. 
He  could  not  but  confider  the  war  as  giving  rife  to  a  very  dangerous 
fyftcm  of  fpreading  alarm  among  the  lower  orders,  to  excite  theic 
paffions  agalnft  the  fuppofed  enemies  of  their  country,  in  order  to. 
throw  more  power  into  the  hands  of  Adminiftration,  and  to  keep 
the  Public  from  too  nicely  examining  fome  of  the  late  dangerous  pro- 
ceedings.  For  this  purpofe,  fabulous  plots  and  forged  confpiracies  had 
been  brought  forward,  originating  folely  in  the  foul  imagination  of  His 
Majefty's  Minifters.    He  perhaps  might  be  told,  that  from  the  Report 
6f  the  Committee,  the  Houfe  had  fufficient  ground  to  give  credit  to 
tht  exiftence  of  fuch  confpiracies.     He  for  one,   frankly  avowed 
that  he  could  form  no  fuch  conclufion  from  the  fads  in  that  Re- 
port,  and  he  did  not  chufe  fo  far  to  give  up  bis  underftanding  to  any 
individuals,  as  to  receive  the  conelufions  of  men  whom  he  thought 
deluded,  and  thofe  copclufions  appeared  to  him  as  not  founded  on 
any  thing  like  proof.      It  might  be  faid  that  the  Houfe  were  to  cx^ 
pc(S  another  report ;  if  that  report  fliould  bring  matter  fufEcicnt 
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forward  to  prove  any  traitorous  defigns  in  any  jn.cn  whatever,   he 
would  be  among  the  firft  to  vote  for  their  exemplary  punifhment, 
and  to  retradl  and  apologize  for  any  thing  he  had  now  advanced ; 
this  however,  hewa«5  free  to  confcfs  he  did  not  believe  would  be 
the  cafe.     Hdre  he  could  not  help  mentioning,  what  appeared  to 
him  contrary  to  the  firft  principles  of  juftice  and  honour.     Many 
papers  of  the  moft  inflammatory  fort  had  been  put  into  his  hand, 
tending  to  irritate  the  public  mind  againft  the  unfortunate  men  now 
in  cuftody,   which  had  been, circulated  through  this  metropolis,  and 
over  great  part  of  the  country.     Thefe  he  had  little  doubt  he  could 
trace,  if  not  diredtly  to  the  Minifters,  at  leaft  to  their  agents  and 
perfonsan  their  pay.     One  queftion  he  would  afk,  did  Minifters 
mean  to  give  thefe  men  a  fair  trial  ?     He  confefled  it  appeared  to 
him  very  fufpicious.     It  looked  very  much  like  an  attempt  to  irri- 
tate the  mob  fo  far  as  to  render  it  dangerous  to  a  Jury  to  acquit  thefe 
unfortunate  perfons.     At  any  rate  it  was  an  unmanly,  unfair,  and 
unjuft  proceeding,  thus  to  prejudice  the  people  againft  perfons  whofe 
innocence  cm:  guilt  was  not  yet  determined.     He  muft  advert  alfo 
to  the  unfeir  mediods  which  had  got  abroad  into  the  world,  of  ca- 
lumniating himfelf,  and  the  perfons  who  with  him  had  oppofed  the 
condudl  of  Adminiftratlon.     This  he  ftiould  npt  rely  on  much, 
but  would  put  a  cafe  for  the  Houfc  to  judge  on,  that  they  might 
determine  whether  or  no  they  thought  it  decent  to  have  one  of  their 
Member's  characters  handled  feverely,  contrary  to  what  he  muft  fay 
was  juft.      Suppofe,  faid  the  honourable  gentleman,  a  great  Ma- 
giftrate  of  the  city,  robed  in  the  cnfigns  of  his  office,  not  lightly 
over  a  glafs  of  wine,  or  after  a  good  dinner,  but  folemnly  and  gravely 
in  the  Court  with  his  brother  Aldermen,  fliould  declare  that  a  Mem- 
ber of  Parliament,  by  name,  Mr.  Sheridan,  would  be  fent  to  the 
fower  two  months  after  his  aifertion,  provided  the  Habeas  Corpus 
aft  were  repealed,  and  fhould  back  his  affertion  with  a  bet,  and  fo 
confiderable  a  bet  as  120  guineas  to  fix.     Would  you  think  this  a 
light  or  trivial  matter  r  and  would  not  you  fuppofe  thatfuch  a  Ma- 
giftrate,  from  his  known  con  nedion  with  Ad  mi  niftration,  had  fome 
authority  for  faying  fo  beyond  his  own  ideas  as  a  private  man.      It 
^'ould  not  be  orderly  to  name  the  honourable  M«giftrate,  but  if  he 
^  in  the  Houfe,  he  probably  may  be  known  by  a  gold  chain  he 
^ears.     It  was  well  the  laws  of  England  were  not  aflimilated  with 
*e  laws  of  Scotland  ;  for  if  they  had,  as  he  underftcod  the  law  of 
leafing-making,  with  the  afliftance  of  the  Attorney  General,  he  fliould 
certainly  have  tranfported  the  firft  Magiftrate  of  the  city  of  London 
^0  Botany  Bay.  •   [Here  a  cry  of  Name.]  No,  faid  Mr.  Sheridan, 
?^cre  is  apothcr  reafon.     It  is,  a  Poet  fomewhcre  fays, 
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"  A  name  that  founds  uncouth  to  Brltilh  ears." 

Notwithftanding  every  fuch  calumny,  in  defiance  o(  any  ducats, 
and  in  defpite  of  popular  obloquy,  he  fhould  ftill  continue  to  do 
what  he  thought  his  duty,  and  would  challenge  any  one  to  point  out 
any  thing  in  his  condud  which  would  juftly  fubjedl  him  to  fuch  an 
imputation.  He  concluded  with  giving  his  hearty  approbation  of 
the  original  motion,  as  in  his  conception  it  tended  to  promote  the 
true  and  permanent  happinefs  of  the  people  of  Great  Britain. 

The  LORD  MAYOR  OF  LONDON  thought  it  neceffary 
to  obferve,  that  he  conceived  it  ftrange  this  matter  (hould  be  brought 
before  the  Houfe,  as  he  had  received  intimation  from  Mr.  Sheri- 
dan's Solicitor,  that  he  had  orders  to  commence  an  adion  againft 
him  for  defamation.  One  thing  only  he  (hould  fay,  what  he  had 
uttered  on  the  occafion  had  been  much  mifundcrftood  and  miftated ; 
^hat  he  had  faid  was  in  a  joking  and  good-humoured  way,  and  to  a 
friend  of  Mr.  Sheridan's.  He  was  not  in  the  habit  of  faying  any 
tiling  folemnly  and  gravely  in  a  mixed  company.  He  folemnly 
pledged  himfelf  that  no  man  was  lefs  given  to  flander  than  himfelff 
or  detcfted  it  more.  His  Lordfhip  difclaimed  all  knowledge  of  any 
calumnious  papers  againft  individuals,  and  declared  that  had  the 
honourable  gentleman  applied  to  him,  he  would,  he  trufted,  have 
given  him  fuch  fatisfaflory  information  as  would  have  rendered  any 
complaint  on  the  fubjeft  totally  unneceffary, 

Mr.  Chancellor  PITT  faid,  I  do  not  feel  it  neceffary,  on  die 
ptefent  occafion,  or  in  the  prefent  ftage  of  the  debate,  to  trouble  the 
Houfe  for  any  length  of  time,  for  the  fame  reafon  that  I  had  in  the 
firft  inftancc  conceived  that  it  would  be  unneceflary  for  me  to  trouble 
tiiem  at  all.  The  fubftance  of  the  queftion>  and  of  the  ai^guments 
brought  in  fupport,  is,  as  was  ftated  by  the  right  honourable  mover 
of  the  Refolutions,  cjcrtainly  old.  The  honourable  gentleman^  how- 
ever, who  fpoke  laft,  has  certainly  contrived  to  introduce  a  confi- 
derable  deal  of  novelty  mto  the  latter  parr  of  his  fpeech.  I  will 
not  fay  that  the  matter  which  he  thus  introduced,  was  not  connected 
with  the  queftion :  had  it  r>ot  been  conneded  with  the  queftion, 
you,  Sir,  would  certainly  have  called  him  to  order.  I  could  eafi- 
ly,  however,  account  for  the  principle  on  which  you  were  reftrained 
from  calling  him  to  order,  whcin  I  recoUeA  that  op  a  former  occa- 
fion you  ftated,  that  any  argument,  however  bad  or  abfurd,  docs 
not  therefore  become  diforderly..  It  is  poffible  that  .an  argument 
may  have  fome  connexion,  though  it  be  not  fuch  as  can  evidently 
be  received  in  the  firft  inftance,  and  certainly  it  will  be  allowed  with 
f  efpecl  to  die  honourable  gentleman,  that  he  is  poffeffed  of  fuch  in- 
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genuity  as  tp  bring  together  every  argument,  however  incongruous^ 
that  may  fuit  his  purpofe,  and  give  it  an  appearance  of  connedioa 
with  the  queilion.  I  will  allow  what  that  honourable  gentleman 
faid  had  a  conne6tion  with  the  queftion.  What  then  was  the  amount 
of  his  arguments  i  That  you  ought  to  difcondnue  the  war,  becaufc 
it  aflbrded  the  means  of  fabricating  plots  in  this  country  The  ho- 
nourable gentleman  thought  proper,  without  the  fmallcft  regard  either 
to  probability  or  decency,  to  alTcrt,  that  plots  had  been  febricatcd, 
and  that  thefe  plots  had  no  foundation  except  in  the  foul  imagination 
of  Minifters.  The  abufe  of  that  honourable  gentleman  has  been 
too  often  repeated  to  have  any  degree  of  novelty  with  me,  or  be  en- 
titled to  any  degree  of  importance,  either  with  myfclf,  or  any  other 
of  my  honourable  friends,  who  may  occaflonally  happen  to  be  its 
objefts.  But  I  muft  own,  that  there  is  fome  degree  of  novelty  in- 
deed in  this  mode  of  attack  againft  a  Report  originiting  from  twent}^- 
one  Members,  to  whofe  charafter  for  honour  and  integrity  I  will 
not  do  any  injury  by  comparing  it  with  the  quarter  fixnn  which  the 
attack  was  made. 

Mr.  COURTENAY  here  called  the  ChanceUor  of  the  Exche- 
quer to  order,  and  offered  to  repeat  his  words,  as  an  improper  and 
uncalled>fbr  attack  upon  the  charafier  of  his  honourable  friend  (Mr. 
Sheridan). 

The  SPEAKER  faid,  that  he  felt  himfelf  fedled  upon  to  inter- 
fere, and  he  trufted  that  the  Houfe  would  impute  to  him  no  other 
motive  in  his  interference,  except  the  refpeS  which  was  due  to  tho 
charafter  and  dignity  of  the  Houfe.  He  wiftied  to  ftate  that  there 
Was  no  mle  better  eftabliflicd  in  the  Houfe  than  that,  ^i  dlgreditur 
a  maierii  ad  perfonam  was  diforderly.  That  whatever  wandciied 
from  the  fubjedl  in  debate,  and  is  converted  into  a  pcrfonal  attack,- 
is  contrary  to  order ;  and  in  this  refpe6i,  he  could  not  help  regarding- 
tfie  expreflion  of  the  honourable  gentleman,  "  that  thefe  confpira- 
cies  had  no  exiftence,  except  in  the  foul  imaginations  of  Minifters/' 
as  diforderly.  He  begged  pardon  of  the  Houfe  for  an  omiffion  of 
his  duty  in  not  having  called  hhn  to  order  when  the  expreflion  was^ 
made  tife  of.  Indeed  the  connedtfon  of  the  fpeceh  of  the  honour- 
able gentleman  with  the  queftion>  was  altogether  fo  very  nice,  as 
to  require  fome  degree  of  attention  before  its  drift  could  be  per-ceived. 
He,  however,  thanked  tine  honourable  gentleman  who  had  occafioncd 
the  interruption ;  the  expreffions  Were  certainly  diforderly,  how*ever 
they  might  have  arifen  from  that  mode  of  attack  whidi  had  been 
adopted  by  the  honourable  gentleman  (Mr.  Sheridan)  in  the  firft 
inftance.  He  tiiaftfed  that  the  interruption  which  had  thus  been- 
given  to  the  idtebatei  would  have  the  ^&&Qi  allaying  the  heat  whicb 
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had  been  intr(3<chicied  into  the  difcuffion,  and  of  reftoring  order  and 
tranquillity  to  the  debate.  .      ^ 

Mr.  SHERIDAN  rofe^ 

Mr.  Chancellor  PITT.  Except  thd  hbhburable  gentleman  rifes 
for  a  motion  of  order,  I  certainly,  as  having  been  already  before 
the  Houfe,  am  entided  to  fpeak.  [Here  Mr.  Sheridan  fat  down] 
I  beg  leave  to  fay,  that  I  m'uft  always  bow  with  deference  to  any 
interruption  from  ydu,  whofe  regard  to  the  dignity  and  impartiality 
in  conducing  the  bufincfs  of  this  Houfe  is  upon  every  occafion  fe 
evident,  and  whenever  interrupted  for  any  exprefflon  diat  may  ap- 
pear diforderly,  and  may  have  efcaped me  in  the  heat  of  debate  I 
moft  readily  make  my  apology,  where  alon'e  it  is  due,  to  you  and 
to  the  Houfe.  ♦ 

I  was  proceeding,  when  interrupted,  to  ftate,  that  the  honoarable 
gentleman  (Mr.  Sheridan)  had  argued,  that  the  difcontinuaftce  of 
the  war  would  put  an  end  to  thofe  proceedings  of  a  Committee  of 
this  Houfe,  'which  he  has  chofcn  to  brand  with  fuch  coarfe  and  irv- 
difcriminate  cenfure.  The  qucftion  is  not  merely,  whether  his 
mode  of  attack  is  fair  and  candid  with  refpedl  to  tlie  individuals 
compofing  that  Committee ;  but  how  far  it  is  proper  to  be  adopted, 
where  their  Report  has  already  been  received  by  this  Houfe,  and 
been  made  the  foundation  of  a  meafure  now  fandlioned  by  the  three 
branches  of  the  I^egiflaturc,  (the  fufpenfion  of  the  Habeas-Corpus 
Ail)-— -The  preamble  of  that  meafure  ftates  the  exiftence  of  tto 
plot,  as  recognifed  from  the  inveftigation  of  a  Committee, ,  and  the 
infpedlion  of  voluminous  papers,  which  the  honourable  gendeman 
has  chofen  to  brand  as  the  fabrication  of  Minifters.  But  why  has 
he  introduced  this  fubjecS,  apparendy  fo  litde  conned^ed  with  the 
queftion  ?  In  order,  as  it  appears,  to  give  an  account  of  a  tranfac- 
tiort,  of  which,  I  declare,  till  this  night,  I  knew  nothing.  A^ 
little  am  I  acquainted  with  the  diffemination  of  thofe  inflammatory 
papers,  of  which  fo  much  has  been  faid  by  the  honourable  gentle- 
man. I  have,  indeed,  for  thefe  few  days  paft,  been  engaged  with 
the  examination  of  papers,  but  papers  very  different  fr9m  thofe  al- 
luded to  by  the  honourable  gentleman.  Thefe  papers,  voluminous 
in  their  fizcy  form  the  Records  of  thofe  Societies,  whofe  proceedings 
have  attraded  the  notice  of  Government.  They  contain  materials 
of  a  nature  very  interefting  indeed,  and  with  which  this  Houfe  will 
fpeedily  be  acquainted.  When  thefe  materials  (hall  be  brgught  for- 
ward, it  will  theil  appear,  whether  there  is  any  real  ground  for 
alar»l,  or  for  fuppofing  the  exiftence  of  that  plot  which  has  been 
ilated?  I  (hall  only  defire  the  Houfe  to  compare  what  fhall  appear 
upon  the  face  of  the  Report  of  their  Committee  Yflth  5^Jia.t.tas  been 
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afferted  by  the  honourable  gentleman^  as  having  been  made  ufe  of 
by  a  refpiedable  Member  of  this  Houfc  (the  Lord  Mayor).     I  am 
furpiifed  that  it  could  ever  have  appeared  in  any  other  light  than  as 
an  expreflion  of  levltjr.     The  honourable  gentlemanj    however,' 
thinks  otherwife.     From  the  ferlous  view  in  which  he  has  taken 
it  up,  it  appears  that  a  confpiracy  cannot  be  going  abroad,  but  he 
immediately  takes  guilt  to  himfelf.      If  his  jealoufy  be  indeed  fo 
wakeful,  and  his  fears  h  eaiily  excited,  in  all  probability  the  bet 
which  he  has  mentioned  with  refpedt  to  himfclf  may  be  a  fair  fpecu-* 
lation.     In  one  point  of  view  I  muft  indeed  thank  the  honourable' 
gentleman  for  having  introduced  the  topic  of  the  ftate  of  the  coun- 
try, and  the  exiftence  of  plots,  however  irrelevant  it  might  feem 
to  the.fubjefl  of  debate.     However  irrelevant  it  might  feem  as  in- 
troduced by  him,  it  is  certainly  highly  in  our  favour.      Forj  if 
from  the  refult  of  the  Report  of  your  Committee,  it  (hall  appear 
that  there  is  ground  to  fuppofc  that  there  has  exifted  a  fyftcm  in  this* 
country  (and  indeed  no  country  in  Europe  has  been  exempted  from 
its  effcdb)  to  introduce  French  principles  for  French  purpofes,  and 
%  j^ren^  ineans,  if  the  fame  fyftem  may  be  traced  all  over  the  con-* 
tlrient,  and  th'efQ  (hall  be  found  to  be  the  moft  ftriking  coincidence 
both  in  the  chjcA  aimed  at,  and  the  means  by  which  it  has  been* 
profecuted,  if  the  whole  (hall  be  clearly  imputable  to  the  pre(cnt 
Government  of  France,  and  be  calculated  every  where  to  produce 
the  lame  e(Fe<5ls,  which  we  have  witneilcd  in  that  country,  it  mqft  . 
then  be  admitted,  that  nothing  lefc  than  the  fubvcrfion  of  that  Ja- 
cobin Government,  which  has  been  contended  for  by  my  honourable 
friend  (Mr.  J^nkinfon)  can  be  adequate  to  the  purpofes  of  the  war. 
The  prefent^  indeed,  is  not  a  contcft  for  diftant,  or  contingent  ob- 
jefts ;  it  IS  not  a  contcft  for  acquifition  of  territory ;  it  is  not  a 
conteft  for  power  and  glory ;  as  little  is  it  carried  on  merely  for 
any  commercial  advantage,  or  any  particular  form  of  Government ; 
but  it  is  a  conteft  for  the  fecurity,  the  tranquillity,  and  the  very 
exiftence  of  Great  Britain,  conric6led  with  that  of  every  eftabllfhed 
Government,  and  every  country  in  Europe.     This  is  the  view  of 
the  hati^re  of  the  war,  upon  which  tlils  Houfe  has  a6ted  in  its  for- 
n^er  decifions.      It  is  a  view  confirmed  by  the  experience  of  every 
day,  and  of  every  hour ;  it  is  a  view  which  the  events  of  the  prefent 
nioment  have  tended  ftill  more  ftrongly  to  imprefs  upon  the  minds 
of  gentlqmen  of  this  Houfe,  this  moment,  which  has  been  chofen 
of  all  others  in'  order  to  iriducsc  us  to  abandon  our  principles,  and 
reverfe  our  decifions.     I  do  not  think  it  neccPhry  to  comment  at 
length  upon  the  ftring  of  Refolutioris  brought  forward  by  the  right 
honourable  gentleman  (Mf.  Fox)  {  they  are  evidently  introduced 
Vol.  XXXVIII.  3^ 
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for  the  cxprcfs  purpofe  of  recording  upon  the  Jounwls  of  this  Houfc 
the  opinions  of  that  right  honourable  gentleman  with  refped  to  the 
nature>  the  objeft,  and  Ac  probable  events  of  the  war — opimons 
which  he  has  brought  forward  both  in  the  courfe  of  the  prefent,  and 
of  the  former  feflion.     The  fubfcuice  of  all  his  Refolutipns  may  be 
reduced  to  two,  to  each  of  which,  now  that  I  am,  upon  my  legs,  I 
ihall  feel  it  neccflary  to  fay  a  very  few  words*     The  right  honour- 
able gentleman,  in  a  fpeech  more  diftinguilhed  by  its  length  and 
ability,  tiian  by  any  additional  matter,  or  novelty  of  argument,  di- 
vided the  whqle  fubjeft  into  three  or  four  periods,  in  order  to  prove, 
'  that  the  fubverfion  of  the  Jacobin  Government  was'inconfiftent  with 
the  former  profeffions  of  this  Government,  and  in  its  own  nature 
in:xpolitic  and  impraiSicable-.     In  order  to  prove  his  aflertion,  the 
right  honourable  gentlcnjun  began  with  adverting  ;o  the  profeffions 
of  neutrality  held  out  on  the  part  of  this  country  previous  to  the 
dcdarations,  and  to  the  negociations  fet  on  foot,  in  order  to  fecure 
the  continuance  of  peace.     To  this  part  of  his  argument,  the  an- 
fwer  of  my  honourable  friend  (Mr.  Jenkinfon)  was  fo  full  and  fa- 
tisfaftory,  as  to  require  on  my  part  no  addition.      I  have  only  to 
f^te,  along  with  him,  that  it  is  not  every  provocation  which  juftifies 
a,  war.    The  French  Revolution  might  not,  in  the  firft  inftance,  ap- 
pear to  be  fo  great  an  evil,  as  it  has  fince  evinced  itfelf  to  be.     It 
might  not  be  difoovered  to  have  fuch  pernicious  efFedls  as  have  fince 
unfolded  themfelves  to  our  view.     The  extent  to  which  it  carries 
the  principle  of  propagating  its  doftrines  by  fire  and  fword  is  now, 
however,  no  longer  a  matter  of  doubt.     The  principle  is  rendered 
ftill  more  dangerous  by  the  means  which  it  poffeffes  for  carrying  it 
into  effed.     Can  we  then  be  fuppofed  to  be  pledged  to  the  fame 
line  pf  conduft  in  the  prefent  moment  which  in  the  firft  inftance 
we  might  have  deemed  it  prudent  to  adopt  ? — In  proponion  as  the 
extent  of  the  evil  difcjofes  itfelf,  does  not  there  aiife  a  neceflity  for 
increafed  means  of  refiftance?  The  right  honourable  gentleman 
ftated  that  even  fubfequent  to  the  memorable  period  of  the  I  pth  of 
Auguft,    we  continued  our  profeflions  of  neutrality,    though  we 
thought  proper  to  break  off  all  intercourfe  with  the  French  nation 
on  account  of  their  condudt  to  the  Sovereign.     Of  the  principles 
Upon  which  that  intercourfe  was  broken  off",  the  Houfe  have  already 
expreffed  their  decided  approbation ;  and  can  they  then,  with  regard 
cither  to-thc  dignity  of  their  charafterj  or  the  confiftency  of  their 
principles,  renew,  in  a  time  of  war,  that  intercourfe  which  they 
thought  proper  on  fuch  folid  grounds  to  break  off  in  time  of  peace, 
and  at  a  time  too  when,  I  contend,  that  the  attempt  to  renew  fuch 
intercoulc  would  be  as  impotent  as  it  would  be  difgraceful  ?  The 
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Hght  honourable  gentleman  (hted,  that  the  objeAs  firft  held  out  fyr 
die  war  on  the  part  of  this  country,  were  the  breach  of  treaty  by 
the  French  with  refpeft  to  the  Scheldt,  artd  the  views  of  aggrandize- 
ment which  they  difclofed  in  feizihg  upon  the  territory  of  the  neigh- 
txMuing  powers.  So  far  I  admit  he  has  ftated  juftly  j  but  when  he 
fays  that  all  idea  of  interference  with  the  Government  of  France 
was  entirely  difclaimed,  he  (htes  what  is  not  the  fi&. — Such  an 
interftrenoe,  I  grant,  was  not  precifely  fhited,  it  was,  however,  re- 
ferred to  even  in  the  firfl  inftance.  And  in  proof  of  this  afTcrtion, 
I  refer  to  the  following  pafTage  in  His  Majefty's  mefTage,  brought 
down  to  this  Houfe  fo  early  as  the  28th  of  January,   1793: 

In  the  prefent  fituation  of  affairs,  His  Majefly  thinks  it  indlfpeniablv 
neceflary  to  make  a  farther  augmentation  of  his  forces  by  fea  and  land^ 
for  maintsining  the  fecurity  and  rights  of  his  own  dominions,  for  fop- 
pofdflg  his  allies,  and  for  oppofing  views  of  aggrandizement  and  ambi- 
tion on  the  part  of  France,  which  would  be  at  all  times  dangerous  to  the 
general  interefts  of  Europe ;  but  are  particularly  fo  when  connected  with 
the  prbpagation  of  principles  which  lead  to  the  violation  of  the  moft 
facred  duties,  and  are  utterly  fubverilve  of  the  peace  and  order  of  att 
civil  foeiety* 

Such  was  the  language  even  then  adopted  by  His  Majefly,  and  re- 
echoed in  the  anfwer  of  this  Houfe  to  that  mefTage.  A  few  dayt 
after,  came  the  declaration  of  war  on  the  part  of  the  French.  But 
what  was  the  lai^uage  I  exprefsly  held  out  in  the  courfe  of  the  laft 
feflion,  I  refer  to  what  muft  be  within  the  recoUeftion  of  every 
Member  prefent.  A  few  days  previous  to  the  clofe  of  lafl  fcflion> 
the  ri^ht  honourable  gentleman  came  forward  with  a  motion  prc- 
dfely  fimilar  in  nature  and  tffe(\  to  the  Refolutions  which  he  ha^ 
this  day  propofcd  to  die  Houfe.  I  then  flated,  that  while  tlie  ex- 
ifting  lyftem  continued  in  France,  we  could  have  but  little  hope  of 
obtaining  a'  peace  upon  folid  and  permanent  grounds ;  that  could 
a  peace  be  obtained,  I  certainly  fhould  not  confider  the  continuance 
of  the  fyftem,  as  itfelf,  an  objedion.  At  the  fame  time  I  exprefsly 
affured  die  Houfe  that  the  profpeft  of  aflfairs  was  fuch  as  not  to  af- 
ford the  fmallefl  ground  of  rational  expeftation  of  our  ever  being 
able  to  obtain  fuch  a  peace  as  we  could  cither  accept,  or,  fbr'^y 
length  of  time,  hope  to  enjoy,  while  France  remained  under  the 
influence  of  Jacobin  councils,  and  diat  the  profpecSt  of  bringing  the 
war  to  a  concliifion,  as  well  as  the  fecurity  for  any  engagement* 
which  we  might  form  with  France,  muft  ultimately  depend  upon 
the  de(hii6tion  of  thofe  principles,  which  were  hoftik  to  every  re- 
gular Government,  and  fubverfive  of  all  good  faidi-  I  at  the  fame 
time  aflfert,  diat  if  an  opporturaty  fhould  occur,  fe  which  we  might 
ntttfere  with  advantage  in  the  internal  government  of  France,  we 
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certainly  fliautd  avail  ourfclvcs  of  every,  fucfa  opportunl^f,-  as  an 
.operation  of  the  war.  Had  I,  as  the  li^t  honourable  gentleman 
has  contended,  difclaimed  all  interference  in  the  prefcnt  war,  I 
ihould  have  done  what  never  has  been  the  cafe  in  any  former  war. 
And  I  have  only  to  remind  the  right  honourable  gentlemap,  of  what, 
upon  a  former  occalion,  was  his  opinion  with  refpedt  to  an  interfer- 
ence, which  Government  found  neceffaiy  to  make  in  the  affairs  of 
Holland.  When  we  attempted  to  defend  the  interference-  upon  the 
principles  of  juflice,  he  contended  that  we  proved  too  much,  and  diat 
in  order  to  juftify  the  interference,  it  was  only  neceffary  to  fliew  that 
It  was  for  the  intereft  of  Great  Britain.  Upon  what  principle  Aen  can 
he  now  poflibly  urge  that  an  interference,  admitted  in  every  former 
war,  (hould  become  unjuftifiable  in  the  prefcnt,  that  commenced 
on  the  part  of  France,  with  an  interference  againft  ovfffclves? 
Having  fuppofed  then  that  all  idea  of  interference  was  difclaimed, 
the  right  honourable  gentleman  proceeded  to  bring  forward  a  chaigc 
of  inconfiftency)  from  the  Declaration  of  Lord  Hood,  at  Toulon, 
and  that  afterwards  publi(hed  by  His  Majefly,  addreflied  to  the 
people  of  France.  Thefe  Declarations,  I  affirm,  are  perfefily 
confiftent— that  of  Lord  Hood  only  promifes  proteftion  to  the  peo- 
ple of  Toulon,  fo  far  as  he  could  grant  it,  without  fpecifying  any 
particular  form  of  Government — they  chofe  to  pledge  themfelves  to 
the  .Conftitution  of  1 7 89,  The  Declaration  of  His  Majefly  offert 
_.protection  to  all  the  people  of  France  who  (ball  approve  of  an  he- 
reditary monarchy.  .  What  then  do  the  Refolutions  prepared  by  the 
right  honourable  gentleman  call  upon  you.  to  do  ?-— to  counteract  all 
your  former  fentiments— to  abandon  thofe  principles  to  which  you 
have  pledged  yourfelves—rto  refcind  the  meafures  which,  you  have 
folemnly  adopted — and>  after  having  difplayed  the  extent,  of  your 
refources,  and  put  into  the  hands  of  His  Majefty  means  for -carry- 
ing on  the  war,  to  tell  him  that  he  Ihall  not  avail  himfelf  of  thofc 
means,  and  abandon  every  refource,  except  that  of  making  peace 
widi  France.  It  is  to  require  you,  at  the  end  of  the  fcffion,  to 
make  a  recantation  of  all  that  you  have  done  in  every  former  part 
of  it — to  contradict  all  your  former  profcfTions,  and  to  renounce 
opiruons  formed  upon  the  moft  fcrious  deliberation,  and  confirmed 
by  repeated  afts.  It  is  worthy  of  remark,  that  the  gentlemen  on 
the  other  fide,  who  are  fo  fond  of  accufing  others  of  inconfiftency, 
take  to  themfelves  the  credit  of  fupporting  the  war  to  a  certain  pe- 
riods Beyond  that  period  they  have  flated,  they  found  it  impoffible 
to  give  it  any  farther  fupport,  though  I  muft  obferve,  looking  to 
their  general  condud,  if  the  periods  at  which  they  gave  it  fupport, 
and  at  which  they  thou^t  ncceflary  to  withxlraw  it,  were  to  be 
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tnuifpcrfcdy  the  difierence  would  be  veiy  inconfiderable.    What  was 
th(S  period  down  to  which  they  ti^e  the  credit  of  having  given  fup- 
port  to  the  war  ?  the  paffing  of  the  French  Corps  Bill,     Then  it 
was,  it  feemsy  that  they  firft  difcovered  that  the  prefent  was  a  war 
for  the  purpofe  of  an  internal  interference  in  the  Government  of 
France.      But  it  is  of  little  confequence  to  this  Houfe,  what  are  the 
opinions  of  individuals,  or  what  the  pretences  which  they  may  hold 
out.    It  is  their  bufincfs  !U>.  confider  what  has  been  their  general  line 
<^  condu<S,  and  what  coQrfe  they  are  bound  to  adopt  on  the  prefent 
occafion,  from  a  regard  to  the  dignity  of  their  charader,  and  the 
confiftency  of  their  meafures.     In  this  point  of  view,  they  will 
confider  whedier  they  have  diis  night  heard  any  thing  to  induce  them 
to  deviate  from  thefe  principles,  which  they  adopted  on  the  moft 
mature  deliberation.     The  right  honourable  gentleman,  in  order  to 
throw  difcredtt  on  tlie  objeS  of  the  war,  has  bad  recourfe  to  a  con- 
fufion  of  argument.  «  He  chufes  to  confound  the  fubverfion  of  the 
prefent  Jacobin  Government  with  the  conqueft  of  France,  and  ftates 
that  we  have  in  view  nothing  lefs  than  the  entire  fubjugation  of  that 
couittry.     He  finfgets  that  the  objeds  are  entirely  different;  we 
have  no  defire  to  conquer  France ;  we  wi(h  only  to  free  it  from  a 
fyftem  of  tyranny  equally  oppreffive  to  itfelf  and  dangerous  to  its 
ndg^ibours  ;  which  can,  in  the  iirft  inftance,  only  exift  by  the  mi- 
fery  of  its  fubjedts,  and  menaces  in  its  progrefs  the  deftrudUon  of 
every  regular  government.     But  he  (htes,  as  an  argument  againft 
our  fucoefs,  that  die  force  of  that  Government  is  in  the  prefent  mo- 
ment ffaonger  than  ever,  while  he  adds,  however,  by  way  of  paren- 
theiis,  no  matter  whether  by  terror  or  by  whatever  means.   He  feems 
to  think  that  the  means  by  wHch  that  power  is  fupported,  have  no- 
thing to  do  with  the  quefiion.  I  contend  that  they  form  the  whole ; 
fince  on  thofe  means  the  permanence  and  (hibility  of  the  Govern- 
ment muft  depend.     If  it  is  a  power  acquired  by  the  influence  of 
tenor,  and  fupported  by  a  fyftem  of  coercion,  it  is  neither  likely  to 
be  fdid  nor  lading.    Another  objedt  which  the  right  honourable  gen- 
^einan  has  urged,  is,  that  even  if  you  (hould  fucceed  in  fubverting 
the. prefent  Government  of  France,  fuch  a  meafure  would  be  in  it- 
felf impolitic,  andrcould  zSoid  you  no  profpedl  of  rational  advantage. 
What,  fays  be,  woUld  you  deftroy  a  Government  before  you  have 
made  up  your  minds  what  to  fubftitute  in  its  flead  ^  do  you  confider 
the  confequence  of  again  fetting  the  minds  of  men  adrift,  and  how 
can  you  be  fure  that  the  refult  will  be  better  than  what  you  at  pre- 
fent witnefs  ?  This  is  exadlly  an  illufbation  of  the  mode  of  argu- 
ment adopted  by  the  right  honourable  gentleman,  who, .  confulting 
either  thej>olicy  n,or  expediency  of  the  particular  queitionj  is  always 
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iaddi£ted  to  pu(h  his  general  principles  to  the  extreme.     You  ou^t 
not,  fays  he,  to  fubvert  the  prefent  form  of  Government,  becaufe, 
if  the  French  are  to  be  left  to  cbufe  for  themfelves,  you  do  not 
know  by  what  other  form  it  may  be  fucceeded,  whether  an  abfo- 
lute  or  a  limited  Monarchy,  or  a  deferent  fpecies  of  Republic.     In 
oppolition  to  this  reajbning,  we  can  lafely  decide  from  experience  of 
its  efFeds,  that  any  form  of  Government  which  fucceeds  the  prefent, 
feunded  ufon  Jacobin  principles,  though  not  the  beft,  lauft  be  com- 
paratively good.     But  as  a  reafon  why  we  ought  not  to  feek  the 
fubverfion  of  this  Jacobin  Government,  or  be  apprehenfive  of  dan- 
ger from  its  exigence,  the  right  honourable  gentleman  has  fiated, 
that  it  has  been  found  perfedly  poflible  for  oppofite  GovemnienCs 
to  exift  together,  without  interfering  with  each  odier.      I  grant  that 
this  is  perfectly  poffible  with  refpedl  to  any  eftablilhed  Government, 
however  defe6tive,  aSing  upon  certain  rules,  and  fiom  certain  prin- 
ciples.    But  I  cannot  admit  that  it  is  the  cafe  with  refpeS  to  a 
fyftem  fuch  as  the  prefent  eftabliflied  in  France,  a  fyftem  fuch  as 
never  exifted  before  in  any  countiy,  and  to  whidi  no  analogy  can 
be  found  in  the  hiAory  of  mankind ;  a  fyliem  admitting  of  no  mo- 
dification of  its  vices,  excluding  all  principles,  and  bearing  in  Jtfelf 
the  feeds  of  hoftility  to  every  regular  Government ;  a  fyftem  not 
poffeffing  the  means  of  power  for  the  protetSUon  of  its  fubjeds,  but 
ufurping  them  for  Aeir  opprcffion.     Such  a  fyftem  prcfcnts  no  re- 
medy for  its  vices,  or  hope  of  fecurity  to  its  neighbours,  but  in  its 
entire  fubverfion.     On  all  thefe  grounds,  I  truft  that  the  policy, 
confiftency,  and  neceffity  of  a  vigorous  profecution  of  the  war,  will 
ilill  appear  to  remain  unimpeached.     I  have  only  a  few  words 
to  fay  to  that  Refolution  of  the  right  honourable  gentleman,  which 
fuggefls,  that  we  ou^t  to  aim  at  peace  by  negociation.     In  defiring 
<is  to  have  recourfe  to  negociation,  he  contends,  that  we  have  at 
leaft  nothing  to  apprehend  from  the  experiment,  even  if  it  (hould 
fail,  and  that  to  propofe  terms  can  furely  be  attended  with  no  harm. 
The  anfwer  of  my  honourable  friend  (Mr.  Jenkinfon)  to  this  part 
of  his  aigument,  was  fo  full  and  fatisfaftory,  as  to  render  it  unns- 
ceflary  for  me  to  add  any  thing  farther.     My  honourable  friend 
ihted,  in  the  cleareft  manner,  the  little  hope  we  could  have  of  fuc- 
cefs  in  any  negociation  from  the  nature  of  the  Jacobin  fyflfem,  and 
the  chara^ers  of  the  prefent  French  rulers,  and  the  ftill  lefs  fecurity 
Vhich  we  Ihould  have  for  the  perfwmance  of  any  engagement  into 
which  they  might  enter.     But  the  queftion  is  not  merely  whether 
Aefe  perfons,  now  at  the  head  of  affairs  in  France,  would  be  dif- 
pofed  to  treat  with  us,  or  whether  we  could  have  any  fecurity  fof 
«my  pe^c  which  we  might  make  with  them  (  We  are  to  rccolleft^ 
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that  while  that  fyftem  with  which  we  now  contend  continues  in 
France;  we  can  have  no  peaee  upon  any  tenns  fhort  of  abfolute  ruin 
and  diihonour ;  and  that  by  an  exprefs  law  of  the  Conftitution^ 
any  Frenchman  who  fhould  propofe  to  treat  with  lis,  except  upon 
the  conditions  of  abandoning  our  moft  facred  principles  and  our 
(fcarcft  rights,  of  furrendering  our  Conftitution,  dethroning  our  vir- 
tuous Monarch,  and  confcnting  to  Introduce  into  this  country  diat 
horrible  fyftcm  of  anarchy  which  they  propofe  to  our  imitation,  is 
declared  a  traitor.  What  then  becomes  of  the  argument  of  the 
ri^t  honourable  gentleman,  diat  even  if  we  ftiould  enter  into  nego- 
ciation  no  harm  could  poflibly  be  attendant  upon  our  failure  ?  Have 
we  not  rcafon  to  fuppdfe,  that  by  thofc  who  avow  fuch  principles^ 
thofe  terms  which  we  (hould  propofe  would  mod  certainly  be  rejeft- 
ed  ?  And  what  then  would  be  the  confcqucnce  ?  By  entering  into 
ncgociation  we  (hould  have  diffolvcd  that  confederacy  on  which 
alone  we  can  depend  for  fuccefs  againft  the  common  enemy.  To 
the  French  we  (hould  have  given  confidence  and  vigour  ;  and  baf- 
fled in  our  expedlations  of  peace,  (hould  ourfelves  be  again  t)bliged 
to  have  recourfe  to  war,  when  war  was  found  to  be  our  only  alter- 
native, and  when  we  had  deprived  ourfelves  of  the  means  for  its 
vigorous  profecution.  The  acquifition  of  the  Weft  India  Idands^ 
the  right  honourable  gentleman  affirmed,  was  but  of  little  confe- 
quence,  as  to  attaining  the  objcft  of  the  war,  the  fubverlion  of  the 
Jacobin  Government  of  Paris.  I  grant  that  it  may  appear  of  little 
confequence^as  to  its  immediate  elFeils,  but  may  it  not  be  fuppofed 
to  have  a  collateral  influence  ?  Is  it  indeed  of  little  confequcnce  in 
the  firft  year  of  the  war  to  cut  up  their  refources,  and  deftroy  the 
fmews  of  their  commerce  ?  Is  the  injury  to  their  revenue  lefs  fatal, 
though  from  the  monftrous  and  gigantic  expedients  of  finance  to 
which  they  have  had  recourfe,  it  may  not,  in  the  firft  inftance,  be 
perceived  ?  Is  it  of  little  confequcnce  to  us  in  the  profecution  of  a 
war  for  w^hich  we  do  not  ourfelves  po(refs  fufficient  military  force, 
and  in  aid  of  which  we  muft  have  recourfe  to  our  pecuniary  re*- 
fources,  thus  to  procure  the  means  of  increafing  thefe  refources, 
by  extending  our  commerce,  and  opening  new  fources  of  induftry  ? 
When  the  right  honourable  gentleman,  then,  reprefents  the  lofs  of 
tliefe  Weft- India  Iflands  as  but  litrie  felt,  or  altogether  contemned, 
by  the  French,  what  obvioufly  is  the  inference  ?  Is  it  not  that  the 
Government  which  can  fufFer  fuch  a  limb  to  be  torn  fbm  the  em- 
pire without  (hrinking,  which  can  view  with  indifference  and  un- 
concern the  finew^s  of  its  commerce  dcftroyed,  and  the  fources  of 
permanent  revenue  annihilated,  can  have  but  little  intereft  or  feel- 
|ng  in  common  with  its  fubjedb  ?  If,  indeed,  we  can  fuppofe  that 
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the  French  Government  could  fee  the  danger  of  their  colonics  with- 
out fear,  and  fubmit  to  their  lofe  without  regret,  it  would  only  be 
0.  proof  that  they  had  become  callous  from  defperation.  Yet  after 
the  right  honourable  gentleman  has  reprefented  thefe  iflands  as  con- 
lidered  but  of  little  confequence  by  the  Convention,  how  docs  he 
proceed  to  argue  ?  He  confiders  them  in  one  rcfpedt  important,  as 
they  may  be  employed  by  you  as  valuable  media  of  negpciation— 
that  is,  he  propofes  to  you  to  give  up  acquilitions  which  are  highly 
valuable  to  you,  as  a  bribe  to  induce  thofe  who  defpife  them,  to 
abandon  their  favourite  projedt.  But  if  the  right  honourable  gen- 
tleman (hould  not  fucceed  in  prevailing  upon  you  to  adopt  any  of 
his  Refolutions  which  go  to  offer  terms  of  negociation,  dill  he  has 
one  Refolution ;  He  calls  upon  you,  by  an  explicit  declaration,  to 
prefcribc  the  precife  form  of  Government,  which  you  mean  to  infift 
fhould  be  adopted  in  France.  This  ftrangc  propofition  he  clothes 
indeed  in  elegant  language :  in  that  cafe,  fays  he,  you  certainly 
would  have  fewer  friends,  but  then  they  would  be  more  fincere. 
What  is  the  cafe  ?  that  at  prefent  there  are  a  great  many  of  diffe- 
rent opinions  with  refpeS  to  the  form  of  Government  which  they 
would  wi(h  to  fee  eflabliihed,  but  who,  equally  difapproving  of  the 
prefent  horrible  fyftem,  are  prepared  to  concur  with  you  for  its  de- 
ftrudion.  Thefe,  whom  it  ought  to  be  your  objedi  to  unite  and 
concentrate,  he  calls  upon  you,  by  this  Refolution,  to  alienate  and 
difperfe ;  a  Refolution  too  which  goes  beyond  the  line  of  your  po- 
licy, inafmuch  as  your  objeft  is  the  fubverfion  of  a  fyftem  incom- 
patible with  your  intereft  and  with  the  fecurity  of  Europe ;  and  that 
once  efFeded,  the  Government  that  (hall  be  deemed  moft  proper  to 
fucceed,  will  then  naturally  become  the  objedl  of  modification  to 
the  different  parties,  I  am  the  more  furprifed  that  fuch  a  Refolu- 
tion fliould  have  come  from  the  right  honourable  gentleman,  as  an 
honourable  friend  of  his  (Mr.  Sheridan)  has  laid  it  down  as  a  prin- 
ciple, and  it  is  the  only  part  of  his  fpeech  in  which  I  can  agree 
with  him  ;  "  That  feldom  has  any  nation  laid  down  a  peremptory 
declaration,  from  which  it  has  not  found  it  neceffary  at  fome  time 
or  other  to  recede."  I  am  aftonifhed,  indeed,  that  the  right  ho- 
nourable  gentleman,  who  fo  much  difapproves  of  all  idea  of  inter- 
nal interference  in  the  Government  of  another  country,  (hould  him- 
felf,  by  this  Refolution,  carry  the  principle  fo  far — to  a  length 
indeed  greatly  beyond  the  line  of  our  policy,  and  that  objeS,^  which 
by  our  interference  we  propofe  to  ourfelves.  It  is  not  indeed  moie 
inconfiftent  with  our  principles  than  with  his  own :  you  could  not 
adopt  it  without  reprobadng  thofe  fentiments  which  have  been  fo 
often  maintained  by  die  right  honourable  gentleman  ;  nor  could  he 
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himfelf  vote  for  it  without  giving  up  all  his  former  opinions  on  the 
fubjed.  This  laft  Refolution,  therefore,  I  cannot  decern  more  ad- 
miffible  than  the  others :  it  is  not  lefs  incongruous  in  point  of  po-^ 
licy,  than  the  former  were  repugnant  to  all  thofe  principles  with 
refped  to  the  prefent  contcft  fo  folemnly  adopted,  and  fo  repeatedly 
fanftioned  by -this  Houfe. 

Mr.  SHERIDAN   fpoke  both  to  order  and  explanatiort.     No 
man  could  be  more  inclined  to  fupport  thedccifion  of  the  Chair  than 
he  was  ;  but  he  conceived  that  he  had  been  mifunderftood.     The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had  been  convidcd  of  being  difordcrly, 
by  the  immediate  dccifion  of  the  Chair  ;  and  in  making  what  he 
called  an  apology,  had  attempted  to  intimate  that  he  excepted  the 
pcrfon  to  whom  it  was  at  lead  equally  due  iri  common  with  the 
reft  of  the  Houfe.     This  apology  for  being  diforderly,  was  itfelf  a 
manifeft  breach  of  order.     But  while  the  right  honourable  gentle- 
man Was  apologizing  for  his  paft  behaviour,  Mr.  Sheridan  allowed 
himmoft  readily  to  make  the  diftinftion  ;  for  he  fhould  have  rcceiv- 
cd  his  apology  with  exacSly  the  fame  fenfations  of  contempt  with 
which  he  had  heard  the  provocation  from  him  without  it.     He  was 
as  ready  as  any  man  to  bow  to  the  authority  of  the  Chair,  but  in 
his  cafe  the  Speaker  had  not  Called  him  to  order  at  the  time.     It 
was  the  right  of  every  Member  to  ftate  his  own  conception  of  order, 
as  well  as  the  Speaker.     He  had  faid  that  the  confpiracy  originated 
in  the  foul  imagination  of  His  Majefty's  Miniftcrs  1  ^ind  he  muft 
now  fay  tliat  he  felt  no  difpofition  whatever  to  rctraft  one  fyllablc ; 
fo  far  from  it,  that  he  would  repeat  his  words,  and  his  conviftion, 
that  thefe  plots  and  confpiracies  had  originated  in  the  foul  imagina- 
tion of  His  Majefty*s  Minifters;  and  he  muft  infift,  that  fpeaking 
of  them  as  Minifters,  and  not  as  individuals  or  Members  of  that 
Houfe,  this   language   was  regular  and  in  order.     Whether  the 
founds  were  as  mufical  as  the  Minifters  would  be  pleafed  with  hear- 
ing, was  another  qucftion :   they  certainly  were  ftriftly  parliamen- 
tary ;  and  if  it  was  ever  eftabliftied  otherwife,  there  would  ht  an 
end  of  all  plainnefs  and  freedom  of  debate.     The  right  honouraye 
gentleman  had  thought  fit  to  fey  that  the  Speaker  would  not  inter- 
rupt a  fpeech  becaufe  it  was  bad  or  abfurd  ;  there  again  the  Speaker 
ftiould  have  called  the  right  honourable'gentleman  to  order  \  for  it 
was  well  known  that  the  Speaker,  in  his  official  capacity,  could  not 
tell  any  Member  bf  the  Houfe  that  his  fpeech  was  difordcrly,  " 
but  bad  and  abfurd.     The  right  honourable  gentleman  had  hinted 
that  a  reflexion  had  been  caft  on  the  Committee  of  Secrecy,  and 
with  a  cautious  magnanimity,  he  contrived  to  place  himfelf  in  the 
center  of  thcfe  twenty  gentlemen,  for  the  purpofe  of  applying  to  them 
Vol.  XXXVIII.  3C 


378  PARLIAMENTARY  A.179*. 

all  what  was  intended  to  apply  to  himfelf.  Only  fels  was  a  grrfa 
mifreprefcntation ;  for  he  had  made  no  refle£lion  on  the  Commit- 
tee :  but  no  arrogant  mandate  of  that  right  honourable  gentleman 
ihould  deter  him  from  delivering  his  fcntimcnts  freely.  He  had 
faid  that  the  Committee  were  milled  ;  that  he  underftood  another 
Report  was  to  come  forth,  and  if  that  Report  fhould  contain  matter 
to  criminate  individuals,  he  (hould  wi(h  to  fee  them  puniftied,  if 
guilty,  and  he  fhould  then  be  ready  to  rctraft  his  c^inion ;  but  the 
Report,  to  produce  that  convi<Stion,  muft  be  compoied  of  very  dif- 
ferent materials  from  the  others  With  refpcft  to  the  weight  of  cha- 
radler  in  that  Houfe,  and  an  allufion  of  the  right  honourable  gen- 
tleman, that  nothing  which  fell  fromfome  perfons  could  give  him 
pain,  he  could  only  fay,  that  when  the  Minifter,  or  any  other  man, 
fhould  tax  him,  in  or  out  of  that  Houfe,  with  a  fingle  adlion  which 
he  feared  to  meet  or  vindicate,  he  would  allow  him,  without  re- 
buke, to  deal  in  fuch  infinuations,  which,  by  the  way,  he  had 
indifcriminately  applied,  at  one  time  or  other,  to  all  who  oppofed 
his  views.  He  left  the  Houfe  to  judge  of  the  manlinefs  of  a  perfon 
who  (heltered  himfelf  in  the  (hade  of  his  iituation.  He  (hould  take 
no  farther  notice  now  of  this  part  of  the  conduft  of  the  MiniAer ; 
he  dealt  in  infinuations  which,  but  for  his  iituation,  he  durft  not 
make.  On  fuch  a  condu6l  he  fhould  make  no  comment,  becaufe 
he  knew  there  were  exprefTions  of  fcom  and  difdain  which  the  orders 
of  the,  Houfe  would  not  permit  him  to  ufe.  He  would  never  afk 
from  the  right  honourable  gentleman  an  apolc^^  for  any  provocation 
given  within  thefe  walls  ;  and  he  was  well  convinced,  that  no  pro- 
vocation would  ever  be  given  to  him  without. 

The  SPEAKER  faid,  that  he  ftill  retained  his  opinLtm  that  Mr. 
Sheridan  was  difordcrly  in  his  reflection  on  His  Majefly's  Minifters, 
as  the  exiftence  of  a  dangerous  confpiracy  againft  the  conftitution  of 
this  country  was  recognized  in  the  preamble  of  the  billj  which  paffed 
on  the  occafion  of  His  Majefty's  meflfage,  and  therefore  no  impu- 
tation fhould  have  been  thrown  on  it,  unlefs  it  had  been  folbwed 
up  by  a  motion.  He  wifhed  to  prefcrve  the  freedom  df  debate,  and 
was  only  anxious  to  fupport  the  forms  and  dignity  of  the  proceedings 
of  that  Houfe. 

Mr.  FOX  replied,  and  faid,  when  he  confidered  the  Secfct 
Committee  that  had  been  alluded  to,  there  Were  feme  nicn  among 
th«h  whofe  talents  and  integrity  he  held  in  th^  higheft  efteem  ;  but 
if  i^  point  of  abilities,  if  in  point  of  integrity  and  honour,  if  in  point 
of  every  qualit}'^  that  could  adorn  the  charafter  of  man,  they  were 
compared  with  his  hcfnourable  friend,  (Mr.  Sheridan,)  they  wew 
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eompsred  vilh  the^r  equals  and  the  cpmpaxifon  would  do  them  no 
(fiihonour. 

With  regard  to  the  queftion>  thp  Minifter  had  blended  two  things 
efientially  diftindl ;  the  medium  by  which  we  were  to  carry  on  this 
war*  and  the  objed  for  which  it  was  carried  on ;  and  here  he  muft 
iky,  that  it  was  not  originally  exprefTed  to  he  the  objedl  of  our  Exe- 
cutive Government ;  it  had  never  been  exprefled  to  be  the  objedl 
of  that  Houfe,  it  never  ought  to  be  the  objed  of  this  country,  to 
carry  on  the  war  for  the  purpofe  of  forming  a  Government  for 
France.  Surely  if  diere  was  any  diftindlion  to  be  marked  by  words, 
means  were  one  thing,  object  another.  The  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  infifted  that  he  confounded  the  idea  of  the  alteration  of 
the  Government  of  France,  with  the  conqueft  of  France,  and  that 
in  reality  the  majority  of  the  people  of  France  were  againft  the  pre- 
fent  Governm^t :  for  his  part,  he  fhould  not  infult  the  good  fenfe 
of  the  Houfe  by  feeming  to  agree  to  this.  How  flood  the  fafts  as 
bppofed  to  the  bare  affertion  of  the  Minifter  ?  Look  at  the  expedi- 
tion of  die  Earl  of  Moira,  an  expedition  not  planned  in  fecret,  and 
overturned  by  flratagem,  but  an  expedition  publicly  announced,  and 
for  fix  mondis  endeavoured  to  be  carried  into  execution,  by  affording 
to  this  mighty  majority  of  the  French  an  opportunity  of  joining  us, 
for  the  purpofe  of  deftroying  a  form  of  Government  of  which  they 
are  faid  to  be  fo  tired.  If  he  was,  after  this,  to  fay  that  the  great 
majority  of  the  people  of  France  were  deitrous  of  joining  us  to  dc- 
ftroy  their  prefent  Government,  he  fhould  afterwards  be  afhamed 
to  dew  his  face  any  where  in  Europe.  The  French  were  not  now 
defirous  of  deftroying  their  Republic.  Had  they  ever  been  fo  ? 
What  was  the  cafe  at  the  dcfcrtion  of  Dumourier?  He  abandoned 
the  cairfe  of  the  French  Republic.  How  many  followed  him  ?  A  few 
officers  and  domeftics.  We  took  Valenciennes :  How  many  re- 
paired to  our  ftandard  in  confequence  ?  We  took  poffeffion  of  Tou- 
bn  by  the  agreement  of  fome  of  the  inhabitants.  We  ereSed  there 
a  ftandard  of  Royalty :  How  many  Frenchmen  came  to  it  ^  A  de- 
claration was  made  in  favour  of  Royalty,  and  the  French  were  called 
upon  to  (hake  off  their  fanguinary  tyrants,  and  we  would  protedl 
them  :  How  many  Frenchmen  flocked  to  us  for  that  protection  ? 
Were  we  not  compelled  to  fly  and  abandon  the  town  and  its  inhabi- 
tants to  the  fury  of  their  enemies  P  To  all  thefe  fafls  the  Minifter 
was  to  oppofe  a  fpeculation  of  his  own,  to  prove  that  the  majority 
of  the  French  were  hoftile  to  the  prefent  Government.  If  there  was 
a  majority  of  the  people  in  that  country  who  favoured  the  defigns  of 
the  allied  powers,  but  after  all  the  opportunities  which  were  given 
found  it  impoffiblc  to  adl,  he  gave  no  inftance  in  which  they  were 
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better  than  if  there  cxiftcd  not  one.     De  non  exljientihusj  et  non 

apparentibuSf  eadem  ejl  ratio. 

If  the  Pcafants  all  along  the  frontier  of  France,  who  had  Pruf- 
fian,  Auftrian,  or  Britifti  troops  to  fly  to  for  protedlion,  did  not  do 
it,  but  continued  to  oppofe  them,  what  hopes  could  we  form  that 
they  would  yet  do  it  ?  No,  no,  whatever  the  French  nnight  think 
of  their  Government,  tiiey  would  never  join  the  allies  to  alter  it ; 
they  had  too  clear  a  fpecimch  of  Pruffian,  and  Ruflian,  and  Britifli, 
and  Auftrian  integrity,  to  remain  doubtful  of  its  nature ;  they  faw 
by  the  divifion  of  Poland,  tliat  when  the  allies  profeflfed  to  protecl, 
their  objeft  was  to  plunder,  and  that  in  order  to  (hew  their  hatred 
and  diflike  of  innovation,  they  themfelvcs  introduced  innovations 
of  the  moft  (hamcful  and  oppreflive  kind.      It  was  faid  to  be  ex- 
traordinary, tliat  gentlemen  faould  both  oppofe  and  fupport  the  war. 
He  was  one  of  thofe  who  did  fo,  let  the  ridicule  attaph  to  him  if 
fhere  would  be  any.     He  would  do  all  in  his  power  to  perfuade  the 
people  of  tliis  countr)'-  to  demand  peace,  but  if  a  headftrong,  rafh, 
or  ignorant,  orhaught}"  Minifter  fliould  plunge  into  a  war,  then  we 
fnuft  do  the  beft  we  could  to  get  out  of  it,  and  to  keep  up  our  re- 
fpedability  to  the  reft  of  the  world,  fuppUes  muft  be  granted ;  he 
would  not  confcnt  to  ruin  his  country,  becaufe  a  Minifter  had  been 
cither  weak  or  wicked  enough  to  involve  us  in  a  great  difficulty;  this 
was  called  fupporting  and  oppofingthe  war;  but  it  was  not  new  to 
him  either  in  practice  or  in  accufation  ;  he  did  the  fame  thing  in  ^t 
American  war,  after  the  French  had  joined  in  it.     He  could  not 
confcnt  to  receive  laws  from  the  French,  and  he  believed  they  would 
be  as  unwilling  to  receive  laws  from  us  ;  this  was  a  diftindlion  which 
every  man  could  undcrftand,  who  gave  himfclf  the  trouble  to  com- 
prehend what  he  heard.     Widi  refped  to  his  affertion,  that  the 
Emigrant  Corps  bill  was  the  firft  open  avowal  of  the  intention  of  this 
country  to  interfere  in  the  internal  concerns  of  France  ;  what  he 
meant  was,  tliat  it  was  the  firft  efficient  asS  to  prove  fuch  an  avowal; 
for  before,  it  confifted  merely  in  declamations,  and  he  knew  the  right 
honourable  gentleman  could,    in  a  very  happy  manner,  explain 
away  thofe  declarations  if  he  found  it  convenient,  or  if  it  was  ne- 
ceffary  to  the  prefervation  of  his  place,  even  to  condefcend  to  apology 
cr  humiliation  ;  for  there  was  no  pill  however  bitter,  that  he  would 
not  fwallow,  however  high  and  vaunting  his  expreffions  might  be 
in  that  Houfe,  rather  than  furrender  power,  that  God  of  his  idola- 
tTj  ;  in  fupport  of  this  affertion  he  adverted  to  his  conduft,  after  all 
his  great  words,  concerning  Oczakow,  when  he  fubmitted  to  the 
moft  degrading  humiliation,  and  the  moft  fubmiffive  apology  to  the 
Emprefs  of  Ruffia.    'If  he  found  it  anfwer  his  pucpofe  to  explair^ 
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a^'ay  his  declaration  with  regard  to  France,  he  coulrf  prevail  on 
Mr.  Fawkener,  or  feme  otlier  perfon,  to  go  to  Paris  on  that  bufi* 
nefs,  but  overt  afts  were  not  fg  eafily  done  away.  Another  objec- 
tion he  had  to  the  Emigrant  bill,  was,  that,  though  this  country 
might  break  its  faith  with  regard  to  nations,  it  (hould  be  cautious  of 
preferving  it  with  individuals,  and  not  hold  out  to  thofe  unhappy 
people  a  proteSion  which  we  were  cither  unable,  or  had  no  intention 
to  afford  them.  The  extravagant  pofition  which  had  been  maki- 
tained,  that  except  the  property  of  the  emigrants  was  reftored,  our 
own  was  of  no  value,  was  neither  the  real  fentiment  of  the  perfon 
who  advanced  it,  nor  a  principle  upon  which  any  rational  perfon 
would  adt.  The  gcnerofity  of  the  fentiment  had  been  highly  ap- 
plauded, and  it  had  perhaps  led  many  perfons  aftray  ;  but  one  in- 
fiance  he  related  of  an  emigrant  gendeman,  which,  perhaps,  put 
in  its  true  light  the  nature  of  the  affertion.  He,  upon  being  in- 
formed that  fuch  an  exprcflion  had  been  made  ufe  of. in  the  Houfe 
of  Commons,  ftatedhehad  left  behind  him  an  cftate  of  near  five 
thoufand  pounds  per  annum,  the  title  deeds  of  which  he  could  pro- 
duce, and  that  he  was  willing  to  give  up  all  right  and  property  in  it 
to  one  of  thofe  gentlemen  for  five  hundred  pounds  per  annum ;  nay, 
if  he  thought  that  too  much,  for  two  hundred,  or  any  fum  upon 
which  he  could  contrive  to  fubfift  decently  in  this  country ;  but  he 
could  find  no  man  foolifli  enough  to  conclude  fuch  a  bargain. 

As  to  the  general  argument,  that  the  Houfe  had  already  divided 
on  many  points  which  were  now  brought  forward,  it  was  an  anfwer 
that  might  be  made  to  cover  any  error  however  enormous ;  it  was 
an  anfwer  which  he  continually  received  during  the  American  war, 
and  which  he  had  as  continually  defpifed — It  was  a  mode  of  an- 
fwering,  however,  which  had  coft  the  country  above  one  hundred 
millions  of  money,  and  many,  many  thoufands  of  men  ;  it  was  by 
this  fort  of  obftinacy  in  Minifters,  and  implicit  confidence  in  the 
Houfe,  that  this  country  might  be  ruined.  Thefe  topics  were  re- 
Ibrted  to,  and  this  fyftem  adopted,  by  many  of  the  fame  men  in 
this  and  in  that  war ;  the  conclufion  of  this  might,  perhaps,  be 
more  calamitous  to  diis  country  than  the  conclufion  of  that  war  had  • 
been.  The  Miniftcrhad  faid  a  great  deal  on  what  was  due  to  our 
dignity,  and  that  we  could  not  negociatc  with  the  prefent  rulers  of 
France  without  difgracing  ourfelves.  Had  he  forgotten  that  he 
himfelf  had  negociated  with  Mr.  Chauvelin,  the  then  Minifter  of 
thefe  very  Jacobins,  and  that  Lord  Auckland  had  negociated  with 
Dumourier,  the  then  agent  of  thefc  very  perfons  ?  The  Minifter, 
on  ali  occafions,  dwelt  much  upon  danger  at  home.  The  Houfe, 
hs  feared,  would  be  often  called  upon  to  attend  to  that  fubjecl. 
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What  the  militia  was  called  out  contrary  to  law,  infurre^ons 
tvere  aUedged  as  the  pretext ;  but  the  Mmifter  was  unable  to  pro^ 
dace  a  fingle  inftance  of  any  fet  of  individuals,  having  gone  any 
kngth  that  VfW  alarming  to  the  Confiitution.  It  had  happened, 
however,  that  as  the  war  had  proceeded,  Jacobins  had  Increafed  in 
number  in  Grerraany  and  in  Italy.  War,  therefore,  had  nsot  hi- 
therto tended  to  their  extermination.  He  did  not  intend  to  have 
laid  any  thing  upon  the  alarm  that  had  gone  forth  in  this  country, 
nor  on  the  means  made  ufe  of  to  increafe  and  fpread  it ;  whenever 
the  day  came,  he  fhould  be  ready  alfo  upon  that  point.  He  could 
laot  now  difqfiifs  the  point,  he  could  not  now  difmifs  the  fubjeft, 
however,  without  obferving,  that  an  alarm  had  been  fpread  over 
tins  country,  and  a  falfc  one,  for  political  and  unfair  purpofes ; 
die  charge  of  confpiracy  had  been  moft  foully  exhibited  againft  in- 
nocent peribns.  He  knew  how  Mr.  Walker  was  indidted  for  a 
confpiracy;  that  diarge  was  moft  infamoufly  falfe ;  it  was  fupport- 
ed  by  nothing  but  the  moft  grofs  and  difgufting  perjury  ;  and  the 
Jury,  againft  whom  no  complaint  of  attachment  to  Jacobinifm  was 
or  could  be  exhibited,  had  unanimoufly  given  a  verdi6l  of  not  guilty. 
This  profecution  was  forwarded  by  whom  ?  He  had  feen  hand 
bills  upon  that  and  fimilar^fubjedis,  he  would  not  fay  they  were 
propagated  by  Minifters,  but  he  knew  it  to  be  by  men  rwt  uncon- 
nedted  with  Minifters.  With  refpeft  to  himfelf,  no  man  who 
l})oi^ht  of  him  with  common  candour  and  fairnefs,  would  think 
that  he  had  wifties  hoftile  to  the  Conftitution  of  this  country ;  ho- 
Beft  men  would  think  well  of  him,  and  from  men  of  another  dc- 
fcription,  he  knew  he  fhould  meet  with  mifreprefentation  and  (lan- 
der. It  was  a  misfortune  which  he  had  already  frequently  incurred, 
and  which  he  muft  fubmit  to  in  the  prefcnt  inftance  ;  he  therefore, 
in  fpite  of  popular  clamour,  would  declare  rt  to  be  his  opinion,  be- 
csLuk  it  was  his  opinion,  "  That  there  is  this  day  great  caufe  for 
alarm  in  this  country,  but  the  danger  is  not  to  be  apprehended 
from  low  and  inconfiderable  pcrfons,  who  have  read  Mr.  Paine's 
book,  and  who,  perhaps,  may  not  underftand  it,  but  from  thofe 
who  make  the  weak,  inftruments  in  the  hands  of  the  wicked,  for 
tlie  purpofe  of  deftroying  the  faireft,  the  moft  beautiful,  the  moft 
ornamental,  and  at  the  fame  time  the  foundcft  and  the  bcft  part  of 
the  Conftitution  of  England  by  fufpcnding  the  laws  for  the  protec- 
tion of  the  fuhje6l.  That  there  is  in  this  country,  at  this  day,  a 
party  who  think  this  a  good  opportunity  to  try  to  effeft  their  pur- 
pofe, and  to  defeat  all  the  principles  of  CJovemment  that  were  po- 
pular at  the  acceflion  cf  the  Houfe  of  Brunfwick,  who  wifli  to  efta- 
bliih  in- this  country  the  dcfyotifm  of  fome  of  the  worft  Govern- 
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ments  of  the  Continent,  by  which  all  the  freedom  of  the  Conftitu- 
tion  of  this  country,  add  the  blefftngs  we  have  enjoyed  under  it, 
ar6  to  be  done  away  for  ever.  I  know  there  is  fuch  a  party  in  thb 
country ;  they  arcaftivc,  and  not  without  hopes  of  fuccefs;  but  it 
is  my  duty  to  tell  this  to  the  Public,  that  they  may  fee  their  danger, 
know  whence  it  comes,  and  prevent  it,  before  it  be  too  late.-— 
They  are  a  party  who  have  always  exifted  in  this  country,  and  who 
at  different  times,  under  the  appellation  of  High  Churchmen,  Jaco- 
bites, and  Tories,  have  endeavoured  to  dcftroy  the  civil  liberties  of 
the  country.  However  odious  they  may  endeavour  to  make  me,  I 
(hall  not  ceafe  to  oppofe  t^eir  views,  fo  long  as  I  remain  in  this 
Houfe,  and  to  warn  the  people  of  their  danger ;  and  though^  in 
the  execution  of  this  duty,  I  may  have  to  encounter  clamour  and 
mifreprefentation,  I  fliall  at  leail  be  fecure  of  the  approbation  of 
honeft  men,  and  the  teftimony  of  my  own  confcience. 

The  Houfe  then  divided. 
For  the  previous  queftion,   208;  Againftit,  57.    Majority,  151. 
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Monday^   2dyune. 

A  meffage  from  the  Lords  informed  the  Houfe  that  their  LordihSps 
had  agreed  to  feveral  bills. 
The  Houfe  adjourned. 

Tuejdayy   3^/  June. 

The  Houfe  took  into  coniideration  the  amendments  made  by  the 
Lords  to  the  Briftol  Church  bill,  and  the  fame  being  read,  were 
agreed  to. 

The  Houfe  adjourned. 

TImrfdayy   ^ih  June. 

It  being  paft  fbur  o'-clock,  the  Speaker  counted  the  Houfe,  and 
only  fourteen  Members  being  prefent,  adjourned  the  Houfe  till  to- 
morrow. 

Friday y   6tb  JuJie^ 

Mr.  Cliancellor  PITT  brought  up  the  fecond  part  of  the  Report 
of  the  Committee  of  Secrecy.  He  faid,  it  was  his  opinion,  that 
the  moft  eligible  way  would  be  to  move  tliat  the  report  do  lie  on  the 
table ;  and  as  he  expedted  that  he  ftiould  be  able  to  prefent  an  ap- 
pendix to  the  report  to-morrow,  he  fliould  move  that  bodi  be 
printed,  and  taken  into  coniideration  on  that  day  fe'nnight. 

The  Houfe  adjourned. 

Saturday y   "Jth  June^ 

Mr.  Chancellor  PITT  brought  up  the  Appendix  to  the  Second 
Report  of  the  Secret  Committee ;  the  title  being  read,  he  moved 
that  the  whole  Report,  &c.  be  taken  into  confideration  on  Friday 
next. 

The  Houfe  adjourned  to 

Wednejdayy    1 1  th  June. 

The  SPEAKER  reported  to  the  Houfe,  that  he  had  been  in 
the  Hdufe  of  Lords,  where  the  Royal  alfent  was  given  by  commif- 
fion  to  feveral  public  and  private  bills.    • 

Mr.  Chancellor  PITT  moved,  that  the  order  of  the  day  for 
taking  into  coniideration  the  Second  Report  of  the  Secret  Com- 
mittee on  Friday,  be  difcharged  ;  which  being  done,  he  faid,  that 
the  Appendix  would  be  ready  to  be  delivered  to-monow,  and  he 
propofed  that  the  whole  Ihould  be  taken  into  coniideration  on  Mon- 
day next.     Ordered. 
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Mr.  Secretauy  DUNDAS  gave  notice,  that  he  fliould,  when 
the  Houfe  was  full,  moft  probably  on  Monday  next,  move  the 
thanks  of  the  Houfe  to  the  gallant  officers  and  men  who  had  lately 
contributed  fo  mudi  to  the  fuccefs  of  His  Majefly's  arms. 

The  Houfe  adjourned. 

Thurfday^   1 2th  yune» 

Su-  WATKIN  LEWES  gave  notice,  that  he  would  take  the  firft. 
opportunity,  when  there  was  a  Houfe,  and  move  for  leave  to  bring 
in  a  bill  to  amend  the  a  A  of  Charles  H.  for  the  ferther  r^ulation 
of  the  militia  of  London.      The  Houfe  adjourned. 

Friday,   I  ^th  June. 

There  not  bdng  a  fufficient  number  of  Members  prefent  to  form 
a  Houfe  at  four  o'clock,  the  Speaker  adjourned. 

Monday i   I  hth  yum. 

A  meflage  from  the  Lords  informed  the  Houfe,  that  their  Lord* 
fliips  had  agreed  to  the  French  Property  bill,  to  the  bill  for  regu- 
lating the  mode  of  conveying  Slaves,  and  to  the  bill  for  credting  a 
Penitendary  houfe  or  houfes  in  the  neighbourhood  of  the  metropolis^ 
&c.  and  that  their  Lordihips  had  agreed  to  an  addrcfs  to  be  prefcnt- 
ed  to  His  Majefly,  to  which  they  dcfurcd  the  concurrence  of  that 

Honfe. 

The  addrefs  was  then  read,  and  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer moved  that  it  be  taken  into  confideration  when  the  Houfe 
Ihall  proceed  to  the  other  order  of  the  day.— Ordered. 

Mr.  Chancellor  PITT  gave  notice,  That  as  he  underftood  now 
the  proceedings  of  the  impeachment  againft  Mr.  Haftings  were- 
clofed  on  the  part  of  the  Commons,  he  ihould  move  the  thanks  of 
the  Houfe  to-morrow  to  the  Managers  for  their  conduft. 

Mr.  Chancellor  PITT  brought  up  various  papers,  by  way  of 
Supplement  to  the  fccond  Report  of  the  Committee  of  Secrecy.— 
They  contained  a  letter  from  Charles  Grey,  Efq,  Member  of  that 
Houfe,  to  the  right  honourable  William  Pitt,  Chairman  of  the 
Secret  Committee,  inclofing  a  letter  figncd  by  Mr.  Daniel  Stuart, 
and  other  papers.  The  purport  of  this  communication  from  Mr. 
Grey  to  the  Minifter  was,  to  (hew  that  there  was  no  communica- 
tion between  the  Society  of  the  Friends  of  the  People,  of  wWch  Mr. 
Grey  is  a  member,  and  that  of  the  Convention  which  was  held  at 
Edinbuigh,  after  the  proceedings  of  that  Convention  changed  their 
original  appearance  ;  after  it  called  itfclf  the  «  Britifli  Convention,'* 
inftituted  for  the  purpofe  of  obtsuning  univcrfal  fuffrage  and  annual 
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parliaments,  &:c.  The  Rqport  of  the  Committed  ftated  the  pro- 
priety of  communicating  the  whole  proceedings  to  the  Houfc,  at  the 
fame  time  it  obfervcd,  that  the  Committee  were  by  no  means  con- 
vinced of  their  having  committed  any  error  in  their  ibrmer  Report, 
though  fuch  error  had  been  attempted  to  be  pointed  out  by  Mr.Grey. 

Mr.  SHERIDAN  made  fome  obfervations  on  this  Supplement 
to  the  Report ;  in  the  courfe  of  which,  he  maintained  that  there 
appeared  in  the  Report  fomething  like  an  intention  to  infinuate  that 
diere  exided  between  the  Society  of  the  Friends  of  the  People,  and 
Aat  of  the  Britifli  Convention  at  Edinburgh,  a  connexion  from  be- 
ginning to  end ;  whereas  it  appeared  that  no  fuch  connexion  exift- 
cd  farther,  than  while  that  Convention  profeffed  to  have  nothing  in 
view  but  a  reform  in  Parliament ;  this  was  evident  from  the  whole 
tenor  of  the  letters  of  Mr.  Stuart,  the  Secretary  to  the  Society  of  the 
Friends  of  the  People,  figned  and  written  by  him  as  a  private  gen- 
tleman, and  not  in  his  official  capacity,  dircdled  to  Mr.  Skirving 
at  Edinburgh.  He  obfervcd  it  was  not  fair  to  charge  the  Society 
with  the  contents  of  a  letter  containing  the  fentiments  of  a  private 
pcrfon.  He  complained  that  a  letter,  dated  the  i6th  ofOfiobcr, 
1793,  in  which  Mr.  Stuart  ftatcd  that  he  only  fpoke  his  private 
opinions,  as  neither  the  Society  nor  Committee  were  fitting,  was 
fuppreffcd  in  the  Report,  white  all  his  other  letters,  whjch  the  Se- 
cret Committee,  by  the  letter  they  fupprefled,  muft  have  knovm  to 
be  only  private  perfonal  ones,  were  inferted  as  the  afts  of  the  So- 
ciety. There  was,  indeed,  nothing  in  any  of  die  letters  -of  which 
he  did  not  approve  ;  and  from  his  perfonal  knowledge  of  that  gen- 
tleman, he  fhould  not  hefitate  to  defend,  or  even  be  refponfible  for 
his  opinions  ;  bat  the  omiiTion  of  this  particular  letter  he  muft  con- 
fider  as  a  defign  to  implicate  the  Friends  of  the  People  coUedlively 
in  thofc  charges  which  were  brought  againft  other  Societies.  If 
Minifters  had  any  doubts  on  this  fubjcft,  he  wifhed  to  know  why 
they  did  not  fend  for,  and  examine,  Mr.  Stuart ;  if  they  had, 
every  doubt  on  this  bufinefs  would  have  been  cleared  up  at  once.— 
He  did  not  think  any  part  of  this  bufinefs  merited  much  attention, 
farther  than  that  it  proved  the  inattention  of  the  Committee  who 
formed  the  Report,  in  not  making  the  diftindion  between  the  formal 
fignature  of  Mr.  Stuart,  as  Secretary  to  the  Society,  and  that  of  his 
name  as  a  private  gentleman,  to  a  letter  expreflive  of  his  own  fen- 
timents in  the  abfence  of  the  Society.  From  diis  inaccuracy  in  the 
Report  in-  one  part,  he  could  not  think  favourably  of  the  whole  of 
it ;  but  he  muft  again  fay  he  faw  in  the  letters  nothing  that  any 
well-wifher  to  the  conftitution  of  this  country  ought  to  difavow. 

Mr.  Chancellor  PITT  maintained  that  die  Report  was  the  only 
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one  the  Committee  ou^t  fairly  to  make ;  tfiejr  had  detailed  dates 
and  eircumftances,  and  left  the  condufion  to  the  Houfe.  He  ao- 
knowledgedthat  the  letter  of  the  1 6th  of  OAober  had  been  bcfbrt 
the  Coounittee,  but  being  avowedly  private^  was  therefore  with« 
held.  The  letters  inferted,  thou^  not  figned  by  Mr.  Stuart,  as 
Secretary,  wore  the  appearance  of  being  written  by  diredion  of  the 
Society,  as  they  contained  orders  for  newfpapeis,  &c.  in  theirname. 
But  whether  they  were  written  from  himfelf  perfonally,  or  by  the 
autbfnity  of  the  Society,  ftill  it  may  not  be  improper  for  the  Houfe 
to  be  made  acquainted  with  the  fentiments  expreifed  by  a  gentleman 
fe  hi^y  in  the  confidence  of  the  Society* 

Mr.  GREY  faid,  that  the  Secret  Committee  were  in  poiTcfllion 
of  a  private  letter  of  Mr.  Stuart's,  dated  i6th  of  Oflobcr,  1793, 
in  which  it  was  flated  that  nothing  could  be  done  before  the  29th 
of  that  mondi,  either  by  the  Society  or  Committee  of  the  Friends 
of  the  People,  as  neither  of  them  were  fitting,  and  vciy  few  of  the 
Members  in  town :  it  luckily  happened  that  in  this  letter  it  was 
ftated  to  be  a  private  one  of  Mr.  Stuart's  own,  otherwife,  from  the 
conduit  and  reafoningt)f  the  Committee,  it  is  probable  they  would 
have  inferted  it  as  the  aft  of  the  Society  or  Committee,  notwith- 
ftanding  it  was  written  exprefsly  to  ftate  neither  of  them  were  fitdng. 
But  although  the  Secret  Committee  was  in  pofiTefTion  of  that  letter, 
which  dated  that  the  Friends  of  the  People  could  not  do  bufinefs 
by  the  29th  of  Odober,  they  have  inferted  in  thdr  Report  a  letter 
(cvidendy  a  private  one  of' Mr,  Stuart's)  dated  the  29th  of  Odlober; 
dated  on  the  very  day  which  was  pointed  out  by  Mr.  Stuart,  as  one 
too  early  for  the  Society  to  do  bufinefs.     The  Committee  therefore 
knew  that  the  Society  could  not  do  bufinefs  on  the  29th  of  06lo- 
ber,  yet  they  have  attempted  to  reprefent  to  the  Houfe  of  Com- 
mons the  evident  individual  adls  of  the  Secretary  on  that  day,  as 
the  afts  of  the  Society.  .  He  faid  evident,  becaufe  the  letter  alluded 
to  is  not  only  written  in  the  perfonal  ftyle  of  **  I  received"—*'  I 
hope,  &c."  but  begins  in  the  familiar  and  unofficial  ftyle  of"  Dear 
Sir."     This  letter,  therefore,  was  on  the  face  of  it  a  private  and 
perfonal  letter ;  and  the  Committee  muft,  by  the  letter  of  the  1 6th 
^f  Oflober,  particularly  have  known  it  to  be  fuch.     From  thefe 
circumftances  it  is  clear  that  the  Secret  Committee  did  not  fuffici- 
tntlyconfider  the  correfpondence  of  the  Friends  of  the  People  and 
Mr.  Stuart,  and  that  the  eflTed  of  mifreprefenting  that  correfpon- 
dence to  involve  the  Friends  of  the  People  in  a  general  charge,  of 
'^hich  the  Committee  had  the  means  of  knowing  them  to  be  per- 
fcdly  innocent.     This  mifreprefentation  was  however  of  little  5m* 
Prance  ib  far  as  the  words  in  Mr.  Stuart's  letters  wete  fuppofed  to 
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fix  any  blame  on  the  Socioty,  becanfe  he  avowed  tfaoTe  wi»rds  to  be 
fuch  as  he  ftridly  approved ;  but  it  is  of  great  importance  in  (hew* 
ing  that  the  fubjed  ha^  not  been  tndy  ftated  by  the  G>ninuttee:-« 
The  proving  of  the  Secret  Committee  to  have  mifrepr^ented  ccr- 
tain  hiQs,  is  therefore  juft  ground  for  doubting  other  parts  of  their 
Report.  And  it  may  alfo  be  obferved  that  it  would  have  been  more 
candid  in  the  Secret  Committee,  when  they  were  fuppreflfmg,  as 
they  mufthave  done,  much  matter  foreign  to  their  purpofe,  either 
to  have  avoided  any  mention  of  the  Society  of  the  Friends  of.  the 
People,  or  to  have  ackno^edgcd  that  no  appearances  of  improper 
condud  on  their  part  could  be  difcovered.  To  mention  the  Society 
is  equal  to  publifiiing  the  names  of  its  known  principal  Members. 
And  in  a  collection  of  circumftances  which  they  produce  as  a  proof 
of  a  confpiracy,  to  bring  forward  a  Society  or  an  individual  againft 
whom  they  prove  no  impropriety  cf  conduS,  and  call  no  blame, 
and  to  confound  them  indifcriminately  with  Societies  and  perfom 
whom  they  accufe  of  treafon,  is  a  proceeding  which  appears  to  be 
inconiiftent  with  that  referve  and  delicacy  profeffed  by  the  Com- 
jnittee  in  fuppreffing  the  names  of  perfons  and  places,  and  tending 
to  involve  individuals  in  charges  of  which  they  are  innocent,  and  to 
expofe  them  to  the  unmerited  calumny  of  undiitinguifiiing  heat, 
nnd  malignant  infinuation. 

Mr.  SHERIDAN  faid,  that  for  the  honour  of  the  Secret  Com- 
mittee, he  had  been  in  hopes  that  Mr.  Stuart's  letter  of  the  i6th 
of  October  had  never  fallen  into  their  hands  ;  but  now  that  it  was 
owned  by  their  Chairman,  he  thought  it  completely  (hewed  their 
dcfign  of  mifreprefenting  the  Society  of  the  Friends  of  the  People, 
by  fuppreffing  thofe  papers  which  might  (hew  their  condu6l  in  its 
true  colours,  and  bringing  forward  only  thofe  which  they  thou^t 
would  fubjeft  it  to  cenfure. 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  faid,  the  letter  of  the  i6th 
pf  Ofiober  was  fuppreffed,  in  delicacy  to  a  noble  Lord  whofe  name 
-was  made  ufe  of  in  it,  evidently  without  his  knowledge  ;  and  as  to 
the  letters  of  Mr.  Stuart  which  the  Committee  had  publMhed,  he 
thought  it  immaterial  whether  they  were  fet  down  as  Mr.  Stuart's 
priyate  afts  or  the  a6ls  of  the  Society ;  for  they  contained  only  a  re- 
petition of  fentimcnts  which  had  formerly  been  publifhed  and  avow- 
ed by  the  Friends  of  the  People.  Mr.  Stuart's  faying  that  it  would 
te  premature  and  ra(h  to  call  a  Convention  at  prefent,  was  almoft 
the  very  words  of  a  letter  figned  by  the  honourable  gentleman  (Mr. 
Grey.)'  The  Sheffield  Society,  on  the  14th  of  May,  1792,  in  a 
letter  to  the  Friends  of  the  People,  recommend  a  Convention,  and 
they  are  aitfwered  that  the  Friends  of  the  People  do  not  yet  feci 
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themfelves  prepared  to  decide  on  fuch  a  meafure ;  biit  that  in  a 
more  advanced  ftage  of  the  buiinefe  it  might  become  fit  matter  for 
deliberation. 

Mr.  FRANCIS  faid,  that  many  things  wluch  he  had  heard  this 
day  were  perfcAly  new  to  him  ;  particularly  fome  circumftances  al- 
luded to  by  Mr.  Pitt,  which  were  fuppofed  to  involve  a  Society,  of 
which  he  was  a  member,  in  the  criminal  condud  imputed  to  a  cer- 
tain Convention  at  Edinburgh,  or  at  leafi  in  fome  connedlion  with 
that  meeting.  That  he  had  regularly  attended  the  meetings  of  the 
Society  of  the  Friends  of  the  People,  at  Freemafons'  Tavern,  to 
which  he  belonged,  and  had  never  heard  of  any  of  the  tranfadions 
now  brought  forward ;  or,  if  he  had  heard  of  diem,  he  had  utterly 
fpi^gotten  them.  He  knew  nothing  of  the  proceedings  or  defigns 
faid  to  be  carrying  on  at  Edinburgh  ;  but  it  appeared  to  him  a  moft 
extraordinary  and  fufpicious  circumflance,  that,  while  the  Commit- 
tee of  Secrecy  were  hunting  for  evidence,  and  coUefling  information 
of  every  kind,  and  while  they  profefTed  to  lay  every  thing  that  came 
to  their  knowledge  candidly  and  fairiy  before  the  Houfe  and  the 
Poblic,  they  fhould  have  defignedly  fupprefled  any  part  of  it,  as  the 
ri^t  honourable  gentleman  acknowledged  they  had  done.  If  they 
thought  it  right  to  publiih  the  private  letters  of  Mr.  Stuart,  as  thofe 
of  the  Secretary  to  the  Society  of  the  Friends  of  the  People,  they 
ihouldhave  publilhed  all  of  them— they  (hould  have  fupprefled 
none  ;  and  leaft  of  all,  (hould  they  have  fuppreffed  that  particular 
letter  of  Mr.  Stuart  to  Mr.  Skirving,  written  in  Oclobcr  laft,  the 
fubftance  of  which  was  ftated  in  Mr.  Stuart's  letter  to  Mr.  Grey  of 
the  I4diinftant. 

Here  Mr.  Francis  deiired  that  the  paflage  to  which  he  alluded, 
^n  this  k^  letter,  might  be  read ;  and  the  fame  was  read  accord- 
ingly, as  follows : 

*^  That,  on  a  fubie^^  fo  important  as  of  that  of  fending  Delegates  to 
the  Convention  at  Edinburgh,  it  would  be  neceflary  to  confult  the  So* 
ciety ;  but  that  the  fhortnefs  of  the  time  rendered  it  impoflible  to  give 
proper  notice,  iirft  for  calling  the  Committee,  (which  was  noc  then  fit- 
ftng,  and  which  alone  could  alTemble  the  Society)  and  then  for  calling  a 
general  meeting ;  the  (hortnefs  of  the  time  I  reprefented  as  the  more  ob- 
jedtionabla  in  that  feafonof  the  year,  when  very  fe«v  members  were  in 
town.  No  perfon  in  London  faw  this  anfwer  after  it  was  drawn  up ;  it 
was  entirely  of  my  own  writing ;  and  I  think  it  was  flated  in  it,  that  it 
was  merely  a  private  perfonal  communication  from  myfelf." 

Mr.  Francis  then  appealed  to  the  Houfe,  whether  it  did  not  ap- 
pear plainly,  from  the  contents  of  this  letter,  that,  fuppofing  the 
proceedings  of  any  perfons  at  Edinburgh  to  be  in  any  degree  crimi- 
.nal  or  unlawful,  the  Society  ^of  the  Friends  of  the  JPeople  could  not 
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pofflbly  have  had  any  concern  with  theiti,  or  even  a  knowledge  of 
any  thing  they  were  doing.  The  Society  itfelf  had  adjourned  from 
furonrier  to  the  meeting  of  Parliament ;  and  even  the  meetings  of  the 
Committee,  appointed  to  ait  in  the  interval,  had  been  fufpowled. 
That  neither  the  Society  nor  the  Committee  was,  or  could  be,  at 
fembled  ;  the  fa£l  flated  in  this  letter  was  a  complete  exculpation  of 
both ;  yet,  of  all  the  private  letters  which  the  Committee  of  Secrecy 
had  got  po^effion  of,  this  letter  was  ihe  only  one  they  had  thou^t 
fit  to  fupprefs.  Such  a  proceeding  fpoke  for  itfelf,  and  required  no 
comment.  The  faS  was  before  the  Houfe  ;  the  right  honourable 
gentleman  had  acknowledged  that  the  Committee  of  Secrecy  were 
in  poffeflion  of  the  letter,  and  that  they  defignedly  withheld  it.— 
Such  a  proceeding,  in  his  opinion,  highly  affected  the  honour  and 
integrity  of  the  Committee,  and  they  were  bound  to  clear  it  up. 

Mr.  LAMBTON  called  the  attention  of  the  Houfe  to  the  parti- 
cular conftruiSion  of  the  various  letters  Mr.  Stuart  had  written  in 
his  official  and  individual  capacity  which  exemplified  their  differ- 
ence. The  former  of  which,  the  vote  of  thanks  on  the  1 8th  of 
May  was  one,  began-—"  By  order  of  the  Society  of  the  Friends  of 
the  People,"  and  were  figned  by  "  Daniel  Stuart,  Secretary  to  the 
Society  of  the  Friends  of  the  People,"  whereas  th«  letters  quoted  by 
the  Committee  were folely  figned  by  himfelf  in  his  individual  capacity. 

The  Hon.  THOMAS  MAITLAND  rdfe  to  vindicate  his 
noble  relation  (Lord  Lauderdale),  who,  in  the  letter  fupprefled, 
had  been  mentioned  by  Mr.  Stuart  as  likely  to  be  prefent  at  the 
meetings  of  the  Scotch  Convention.  It  had  been  pretended  that 
the  letter  of  the  1 6th  of  Odtobcr  was  fuppreffed  in  delicacy  to  Lord 
Xauderdale,  becaufe  it  faid  his  Lordlhip  might  perhaps  be  prefent 
at  the  Convention.  This  reafon  was  clearly  fallacious  ;  for  rtz 
Committee  have  always  profeffed  that  they  would  fupprefs  the  names 
of  all  perfons  who  were  not  accufed,  or  even  who  might  be  brought 
to  trial.  The  letter  in  queftion  might  therefore  have  been  inferted, 
with  the  omiiTion  of  Lord  Lauderdale's  name.  But  even  if  his^ 
name  had  been  inferted,  and  admitting  that  to  have  it  in  contemp- 
lation to  attend  the  Convention  was  a  crime,  yet  ftill  the  letter  would 
not  criminate  his  Lordfliip.  It  was  exprefsly  the  individual  aS  of 
Mr.  Stuart,  who  probably  thought  he  could  not  take  upon  himfelf 
to  fay  either  that  the  Society  would  or  would  not  fend  Dalegates. 
He  therefore  left  the  decifion  on  the  propriety  of  acting  with  the 
Convention,  to  the  Members  of  the  Society  then  in  Scotland,  and 
perhaps  named  Lord  Lauderdale  with  no  other  view  than  that  of 
pointing  out  his  Lordfhip  as  one  whofe  conduft  was  moft  likely  to 
be  fuch  as  would  afterwards  be  approved  by  &e  Society.     But  his 
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LronUhip  finding  that  violent  diaraders  from  England  were  about  to 
join  t)\e  Convention^  refiifed  givir^  it  his  countenance.  He  heartily 
difapproved  of  the  wQd,  abfurd  fchemes  which  had  been  entertained 
by  that  body ;  and  he  affinmed  that  there  was  not  a  more  fincerc 
friend  to  the  conflitulion  and  to  the  country,  than  his  Lordfhip>  in 
either  Houie  of  Parliament. 

Mr.  SHERIDAN  faid,  that  as  fo  many  miftakes  in  the  Report 
had  been  detected,  the  Houfe  had  a  right  to  difbelieve  the  whole, 
and  thus  the  Report  was  ot  no  value.  He  could  not  advife  Mr. 
Grey  to  praftife  candour,  becaufe  he  could  not  promife  him  a  return 
from  the  Committee.  This  he  proved  by  the  implications  and  infi- 
nuations  made  in  their  Report.  For  his  part,  he  could  not  difcover 
any  impropriety  in  cither  of  Mr.  Stuart's  letters,  nor  (hould  he, 
were  they  written  under  his  direAion,  be  afraid  of  any  confequences, 
or  a(hamed  to  difavow  them.  He  detected  and  expofed  three  un* 
truths  in  the  Report,  which  confided  in  the  account  of  the  meeting 
of  the  Society,  and  the  letters  written  by  Mr.  Stuart  on  the  23d  of 
July,  and  the  29th  of  Odober.  He  feid  he  was  forry  the  Com- 
mittee had  feen  the  letter  which  explained  the  innocence  of  the  So- 
ciety, becaufe  it  betrayed  the  malice  or  the  negligence  of  the  Com- 
mittee, and  therefore  for  their  honour,  he  hoped  it  had  been  never 
feen.  The  fupprcflion  of  it  was  certainly  remarkable,  for  if  any 
doubts  were  entertained  of  the  Society's  coUufion,  it  would  have 
been  but  honourable  to  have  examined  the  Secretary ;  as  the  Secre* 
tary  liowever  was  not  examined,  and  thefe  parts  of  the  Report  were 
fo  inaccurate,  he  had  but  a  bad  opinion  of  the  reft  of  the  batch. 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  in  reply  to  Mr.  Francis,  told 
him,  that  if  he  knew  nothing  of  the  proceedings  of  the  Britifli  Con- 
vention, he  ought  not  to  give  his  vote  that  evening,  and  that  in  re- 
gard to  him  the  Committee  had  mifpent  their  time. 

Mr.  FRANCIS  explained.  He  faid  he  fhould  give  his  vote, 
and  that  the  learned  gentleman  had  not  anfwercd  his  charge. 

The  SPEAKER  informed  him,  that  if  the  learned  gentleman 
had  not  expreifed  his  opinions  with  precifion,  he  (hould  be  called  on 
to  explain. 

Mr.  WHITBREAD,  junior,  faid  it  was  inconfiftent  and  oon- 
tradiiSlory  in  the  right  honourable  gentleman  to  defend  the  publica- 
tion of  two  letters  of  Mr.  Stuart,  on  the  ground  that  it  was  import- 
ant to  (hew  his  private  fentiments,  and  yet  to  fupprefs  the  only  letter 
which  explicitly  faid  it  contained  his  private  fentiments.  If  the 
Committee  really  had  been  deiirous  of  (hewing  Mr.  Stuart's  private 
fentiments,  they  would  have  publi(hcd  the  letter  of  the  1 6th  of  Oc- 
tober*^ in  preference  to  the  other  two,     This^  he  afiirmed,  amount-^ 
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ed  to  full  proof,  that  the  objed  of  die  Gnmnittee  was  not  to  fliew 
Mr.  Stuart's  private  fentiments^  (which  he  fully  approved,)  but  to 
mifr^prefent  them  as  the  fentiments  and  aSs  of  the  Socie^. 

^  The  Secret  Committee  have  profefTed  much  delicacy  in  bring- 
ing forward  the  names  of  individuals  in  their  Report.     To  judge 
how  far  they  have  adhered  to  this  profeffion,  he  begged  leave  to  call 
obfervation  to  Appendix  F.  No.  i>  and  Na  6 — No.  i,  is  a  letter 
from  the  Sheffield  Society  to  Mr.  Skirving,  in  which  they  tell  him  to 
direft  to  Mr.  — — (here  the  Committee  oipit  the  nanrie :)  TTic 
Sheffield  Society  fay  that  diredlion  will  generally  make  letters  come 
to  hand      No.  6,  is  a  private  letter  from  Mr.  Stuart  to  Mr.  Skir- 
ving,  in  which  he  defires  the  Edinburgh  Gazetteer  may  be  fent  to 
him  under  cover  to  C.  Grey,  Efq.  M.  P— (here  the  Committee 
infert  the  name.)     Let  any  man  of  candour,  then,  compare  the 
letters  No,  i,  and  No.  6,  in  Appendix  F.— In  both  letters  he 
will  find  that  names  were  brought  forward  as  channels  of  commu- 
nication, but  I  defy  him  to  (hew  any  reafon  for  fuppreffing  the  name 
in  the  Sheffield  letter,  which  is  an  official  one  written  in  the  name 
of  the  Committee,  and  for  bringing  forward  the  name  in  Mr.  StUr 
art's  letter,  which  is  a  private  one,  unlefs  it  was  to  bring  in  the 
name  of  Mr.  Grey,  whom  it  might  be  defirablc  to  reprcfcnt  as  in- 
culpated, but  againft  whom  no  chaxge  could  be  made.      It  was  ar- 
gued by  Mr.  Pitt,  that  in  the  two  private  letters  of  Mr.  Stuart  there 
feemed  to  be  matter  written  in  the  name  of  the  Society.      He  in- 
ftanced  that  in  the  firft  (dated  23d  July)  the  fpecch  there  alluded  to 
was  ftated  not  to  be  the  property  of  the  Society,  and  that  in  the 
fecond  (dated  29th  Odlober)  Mr.  Stuart  wrote  for  the  Edinburgh 
Gazetteer,  faying  the  Society  would  pay  for  it.     In  anfwei:  to  the 
firft  of  thefe  obfcrvations  it  may  be  obferved,  that  Mr.  Stuart  was 
furely  capacle  of  faying  the  fpeech  fent  perfonally  by  him  was  not 
the  property  of  the  Society,  without  confulting  it  on  the  fubjefl ; 
and  with  regard  to  the  fecond,  Mr.  Stuart,  who  had  a  general  order 
for  purchafing  newfpapers,  no  doubt  thought  he  was  only  doing  his 
duty  to  the  Society,  in  procuring  one  which  contained  the  moft  full 
account  of  the  proceedings  of  a  body  (the  Convention  in  Edinburgh,) 
profeffing  to  be  ading  in  favour  of  the  fame  meafure  which  has  al- 
ways been  the  fole  objed  of  the  Friends  of  the  People  in  London— 
a  parliamentaty  reform.     It  was  his  duty  to  procure  fuch  informa- 
tion, in  order  to  lay  it  (if  called  for)  before  the  Society  at  their  firft 
meeting,  and  therefore  he  might  fairly  fay  the  Society  would  pay  for 
it.     But  the  letter  carries  ftill  better  evidence  on  the  face  of  it, 
that  the  ordering  of  the  newfpaper  was  a  perfonal  unauthorized  afi 
of  Mr.  Stuart.     It  fays,  "  Let  him  charge  it  cither  to  the  Society, 
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**  or  to  myfclf."  If  the  Society  had  deiircd  him  to  order  the  paper^ 
he  would  unequivocally  have  diredled  it  to  be  charged  to  them;-«» 
Rendering  himfelf  perfonally  liable  to  pay  for  it,  fhews  that  he  at 
the  time  conceived  the  poflTibility  of  the  Society's  refufing^  and 
therefore  that  he  had  not  confulted  them  on  the  fubje£l« 

Mr.  Secretary  DUNDAS  difclaimed  all  intention  of  travelling 
into  the  circumflances  of  the  Report:  he  only  rofe  to  remark,  that 
all  parties  now  contended,  as  it  were,  with  each  other,  who  fhouid 
be  moft  aloof  from  any  connexion  with  the  Convention  at  Edinbuigh ; 
this  was  a  full  anfwer  to  all  the  calunmy  which  had  been  fo  induf- 
trioufly  circulated  againil  the  Magilh^tes  who  had  fo  laudably  a^ed 
in  bringing  the  Members  of  that  Convention  to  juftice, 

Mr.  FOX  retained,  in  their  full  force,  all  the  fentiments  he 
had  expreifed  on  the  condud  of  the  MagiArates  of  Edinburgh,  upon 
this  fubjed,  and  he  wiflied  to  know  by  what  authority  the  papers  of 
Mr.  Skirving  had  been  feized,  he  being  clear  it  was  illegal  to  feize 
them  at  all,  if  the  perfon  poiTeiling  them  was  not  charged  with  high 
treafon  ;  he  hoped  fome  information  would  be  given  on  that  fubje£t 
at  fome  future  day.  But  he  (hould  not  have  troubled  the  Hoofe  at 
all  on  this  fubjed,  had  it  not  been  for  the  fentiments  expreifed  by 
the  Secretary  of  State.  He  thought  it  quite  unfair  to  infer,  that 
becaufe  certain  perfons  were  defirous  of  (hewing  they  had  no  cor- 
refpondence  with  the  Scotch  Convention,  that  therefore  they  meant 
to  condemn  ifr  He  himfelf,  for  inftance,  if  faid  to  be  the  indmate 
ftiend  of  any  particular  perfon,  might  furely  deny  fuch  intimacy, 
without  being  fuppofed  to  throw  odium  on  that  perfon.  The  ho- 
nourable Secretary  had  conveyed  an  idea,  that  no  Society  fhouid  be 
allowed  to  exift,  if  its  principles  were  difavowed  by  all  parties  in  that 
Houfe ;  now  that  was  a  dodrine  to  which  he  never  could  fubfcribe. 
There  had  been  many  Societies  ta  which  he  would  be  forry  to  be- 
long, and  whofe  principles  and  profeflions  he  could  not  alTent  tOp 
and  yet  whofe  exigence  was  ftridly  1^1  and  conftitutional :  he  was 
an  enemy  to  the  idea  of  thus  blaming  any  Society  in  the  lump ;  it 
was  a  condu£t  that  was  not  warranted  by  the  fpirit  of  our  Confti« 
tution. 

The  fupplement  to  the  Report  was  then  ordered  to  be  laid  on 
die  table,  and  to  be  printed. 

Mr.  Secretary  DUNDAS,  purfuant  to  the  notice  he  had  givcni 
of  moving  for  a  vote  of  thanks  to  Earl  Howe,  and  the  other  Admi- 
rals, officers  and  feamen  of  the  Britifh  fleet,  entered  into  a  very 
firong  eulogium  on  the  noble  Earl's  oondu£b.  He  called  the  vidory 
lately  obtained  over  the  French  navy  one  of  the  moft  brilliant  aSions 
that  ever  the  page  of  hiftory  recorded^     It. was  a  vifloiy  fo  brilliant 

Vol.  XXXVIIL  3E 


I 


394.  PARLIAMENTARY  A.  1794. 

and  fo  fignali  (hat  die  enemy  had  not  the  pretence  to  fay  that  they 
were  overpowered  by  a  fuperior  force:  what  his  own  feelings  were 
upon  the  dccafion>  he  had  not  language  fufficiently  adequate  to  do 
juftice  to;  and  what  the  feelings  of  the  Public  were  cmi  this  moft 
glorious  event,  might  be  read  in  the  general  expreflions  of  jcy     \ 
throughout  the  kingdom :  never  was  an  adion  fought  with  greater 
bravery;  never  was  the  (kill  of  the  noble  Earl  fo  admirably  exem- 
plified, or  fo  fuceefsfuUy  put  into  pradice.     His  manoeuvres  were 
of  ^e  moft  mafterly  kind,  and  his  courage  did  honour  to  his  pro- 
feffion.    It  frequently  happened  in  naval  engagements,  that  the  Ad- 
mirals had  to  blame  the  officers,  and  the  officers  the  Admirals;  but 
on  the  late  occalion,  the  Admirals,  officers  and  men,  feemed  to  be 
iinimated  with  one  foul,  to  be  fired  with  the  fame  ardour,  and  to 
be  impelled  by  one  motive  to  adion.    This  brilliant  viftory  was  ftn^ 
gular  in  one  refpe<fl,  that  no  one  man  had  to  call  another  to  account 
for  his  conduft..    The  lowed  feaman  in  the  fleet  looked  upcm  him- 
felf  on  that  day  as  the  conqueror  of  the  enemy.     What  demanded 
the  greateft  poffible  commendation,  was  the  national  humanity  that 
had  been  evinced;  for  fcarccly  had  the  minds  of  the  men  fubfidcd 
from  that  degree  of  heat  and  fierccncfs  diat  of  neccffity  muft  be  pro- 
duced under  fuch  ci^cumftances,  when,  according  to  the  firft  difpatch 
that  was  fent  home  by  the  noble  Earl,  they  ufedthe  utmoft  exertions 
to  fa vc  the  lives  of  the  men  on  board  the  finking  fhips  of  the  enemy. 
Let  any  man  (exclaimed  Mr.  Dundas)  contrafi  this  conduct  with  the 
decree  of  another  nation,  the  objeft  of  which  is,  that  no  quarter  is 
to  be  (hewn !  Mr.  Dundas  faid,  he  Ihould  not  dwell  longer  upon  the 
fubjeft,  bccaufe  what  he  could  fay  would  by  no  means  add  to  the 
merit  of  the  noble  Earl.     There  was,  however,  one  circumftance 
that  he  begged  leave  to  ftate:  he  happened  to  be  prefent  at  a  conver- 
fation  that  took  place  about  a  year  ago,  between  His  Majefty's  Mi- 
nifters  and  the  gallant  Earl,  who  furprifcd  him  on  account  of  the 
cagernefs  that  he  difplayed  at  his  time  of  life,  and  the  keennefs  and 
fire  with  which  he  appeared  to  be  animated.     His  great  wifti  was 
to  meet  the  enemy,  which  he  had  fo  completely  conquered.     But 
the  reafon  why  he  mentioned  this  circumftance  was  to  proves  that 
if  any  fufpicion  had  been  entertained  that  the  noble  Earl  declined  to 
meet  the  French  fleet,  it  was  totally  void  of  £3undation;  for  he 
would  aflert  that  the  condu3  of  the  noble  and  gallant  Admiral  was 
as  confpicuous  every  day  fince  he  took  the  command  of  the  fleet  as  it 
was  in  the  engagement  that  took  place  on  the  ift  of  June.     It  was 
alfo  particularly  worthy  of  obfervation,  that  the  naval  ftate  of  this 
country  at  prefent,  confidered  in  point  of  force,  and  confidered  in 
point  of  the  Ikill  of  the  Commanders,  and  the  bravery  of  the  meil# 
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was  never  fo  great  or  powerful  in  any  period  ofour  hiftory.  Dur-» 
ing  the  whole  courfe  of  the  war,  we  had  loft  but  three  (hips  of  an 
inferior  force.  On  the  other  hand,  we  had  captured  not  Icfs  than 
1 1 8^  of  the  enemy's  ihips,  beiides  thofe  that  we  funk  and  deftroyed. 
It  would  be  needlefs  for  him  to  fay  more  upon  the  prcfcnt  occalion, 
as  he  had  not  the  fmalleft  fhadow  of  doubt  but  that  every  Member  in 
that  Houfe  would  give  his  moft  hearty  concurrence  to  the  refolution 
that  he  had  the  honour  to  fubmit.  Mr.  Dundas  concluded  with 
moving, 

^  That  the  thanks  of  this  Houfc  be  given  to  Admiral  Earl  Howt^  for 
his  able  and  gallant. condu6t  in  the  moft  brilliant  and  decifive  victory  ob<* 
tained  over  tht  French  fleet,  on  the  lik  day  of  this  inilant  Jum^  by  the 
^eet  under  his  command* 

Mr.  FOX  rbfe  to  give  his  moft  hearty  aftent  to  the  motion  now 
before  the  Houfe.     He  had  no  doubt  of  the  fpirits,    activity,    flcill, 
talents,  or  patriotifm  of  the  noble  Earl ;  however  in  political  quef* 
tions  he  might  have  been  adverfe  to  him,  there  was  not  a  man  in 
that  Houfe,  or  in  this  country,   who  had  given  higher  fatisfadtion 
in  all  his  pfpfeffional  life  than  he  had  ;  he  therefore  never  heard  a 
nyotion  which  had  more  deddedly  his  approbation  than  the  prefcnn 
He  had  uniformly  believed,  that  if  the  noble  Earl  ihould  not  en* 
gage  the  French  fleet,  it  was  only  becaufe  he  had  no  opportunity  of 
doing  fo.     He  knew  that  Nobleman  to  be  engaged  in  the  fervice  of 
his  country  at  a  time  when  faction  was  extremely  high,  and  under 
all  the  difficulties  that  naturally  arofe  under  fuch  circumftances,  he 
nuintained  his  character  for  fpirit,  (kill,  and  talents,  fo  as  to  make 
it  impoflible  for  any  rational  man  to  fuppoie  that  he  would  not  attack 
an  equal  force  of  the  enemy  at  any  time.     Having  faid  this  in  mere 
juftice  to  the  charadler  of  the  Nobleman  who  was  the  deferved  ob- 
jed  of  admiration,  he  muft  then  fay  he  could  have  wifhed  that  the 
right  honourable  gentleman  who  brought  the  bulinefs  forward,  had 
not  brought  extraneous  matters  before  the  Houfe,  under  the  convoy 
of  this  vidorious  fleet,  and  that  he  had  not  blended  points  on  which 
^nions  were  divided  with  thofe  on  which  there  was,  as  there  ought 
to  be,  perfefl:  unanimity  ;  fuch  condudt,  on  the  part  of  the  Mini- 
ftcrs,  would,  on  any  other  occafion,  call  for  his  animadverfion  ; 
but  on  this  he  fhould  not  fay  any  thing  that  might,  by  the  moft  pcr- 
verfe  conftrudion,  be  fuppofed  to  diminifli  the  glorious  unanimity 
of  the  day.     With  regard  to  the  brilliancy  of  the  vidloiy,  he  fub- 
fcribed  to  every  word  that  had  been  faid  in  praife  of  it  \  nor  were  the 
obfervations  that  were  made  on  the  humanity  difplayed  on  the  occa- 
fion, at  all  mifplaccd.    This  added  to  the  numerous  proofs  we  found 
in  the  hiftory  of  battles,  tliat  trufc  valour  and  humanity  were  nearly 
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allied  ;  and  he  hoped  to  God  they  would  for  ever  remain  infeparable 
companions.     Of  this  vidory  he  (hould  fay  nothing  more  than  that 
he  rejoiced  in  it  as  much  as  any  man  in  England  could  rejoice  in  it; 
and  that  conl^dering  it  in  a  dcfcnfive  view,  it  was  extremely  impor- 
tant to  this  country,  as  well  as  glorious.  But  he  could  not  help  fay- 
ing, that  if  at  an  early  period  of  die  war,  any  man  had  Cud  that 
this  was  a  matter  then  fo  doubtful,  that  on  its  happening  it  would 
be  confidered  as  a  matter  of  great  triumph,  and  to  be  rejoiced  at  as 
an  event  not  to  be  expefted,  fuch  a  perfon  would  have  been  confi- 
dered as  making  ufe  of  a  very  defponding  obfervation.     He  rejoiced 
in  this  vi(5ory,  not  on  account  of  its  being  beyond  his  hopes  in  the 
beginning,  but  on  account  of  the  comfortable  refieflion  arifing  out 
of  it,  for  it  had  faved,us  from  the  poflibility,  and  removed  our  ap- 
prehenfions,  of  an  invafion  fix)m  the  French ;  and  if  it  was  made 
proper  ufe  of  by  Adminiftration,  for  the  wife  and  falutary  purpofcs 
of  procuring  peace,  it  would  then  be  indeed  a  bleffing  to  this  country. 
If  turned  to  the  purpofes  of  peace,  then  we  (hould  have  reafon  tore-? 
joice,  then  it  would  be  as  folidlj  ufeful  as  it  was  unqueftionably  bril- 
liant, more  fo  perhaps  than  this  country  ever  knew  at  any  period  of 
its  hiftory.     But  if  it  was  made  ufe  of  for  the  iropradicable  objeft 
of  deftroying  the  Government  of  France,  though  its  brilliancy  (hould 
ijemain,  its  utility  would  ccafe.     He  (liould  fay  no  more  upon  this 
fubje6l,  he  (hould  not  touch  on  the  points  which  he  could  have 
wiihed  the  right  honourable  gentleman  had  paflfed  over,  becaufe  he 
was  extremely  defirous  there  (hould  be  not  only  an  unanimity  in  the 
vote,  .but  in  the  language  alfo  of  that  Houfe  on  this  occaiibn;  he 
ihould  therefore  only  fay,  he  never  gave  a  vote  in  his  life  with  more 
complete  and  heartfelt  fatisfa<fliQn  than  the  prefent,  firft  as  to  the 
noble  Earl  under  whofe  command  the  vid^ory  was  gained;  next  as 
to  all  the  officers  and  men  who  adted  under  him,  for  he  prefumed  it 
was  to  be  extended  to  them  all ;  a  vote,  he  believed,  never  paflfed 
that  Houfe,  that  was  followed  with  more  general  and  cordial  con- 
currence throughout  this  country. 

Mr.  STANLEY  and  Mr.  ROBINSON,  who  were  determined 
not  to  give  a  (ilent  vote,  both  highly  applauded  the  motion. 

The  que(tion  was  then  put,  and  carried,  nem.  con. 

Mr.  DUNDAS  then  moved. 

That  the  thanks  of  this  Houfe  be  given  to  Admiral  Graves^  Admiral 
Sir  Akxanier  Hood^  Knight  of  the  mod  Honourable  Order  of  the  Bath, 
Rear  Admiral  Botvjer^  Rear  Admiral  CaUfwell^  Rear  Admiral  Gardner^ 
Rear  Admiral  P^ey^  and  Sir  Ro^er  Curtis^  Knight,  and  to  the  fcvcral 
Captains  and  Officers  of  the  fleet  under  the  command  of  Admiral  Earl 
Howe^  for  their  bravery  and  gallant  condudt  on  the  faid  moft  glorious 
oi^c^fip^ ;  and  th;»t  Admiral  £s^rl  Ifowf  do  fignify  the  fame  to  them* 
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That  this  Houfe  doth  highly  approve  of,  and  acknowledge,  th'efenrices 
of  the  fearoen,  marines,  and  foldiers,  on  board  the  (hips  under  the  com- 
mand of  Admiral  £arl  Hovffe^  in  the  late  glorious  victory  over  the  French 
fleet ;  and  that  the  Captains  of  the  fevcral  d)ipt  do  (xgnify  the  fame  to 
their  refpedtive  crews,  and  do  thank  them  for  their  gallant  behariour. 

All  of  which  were  granted,  nem.  con. 

Mr.  Dundas,  afrer  having  deplored  the  death  of  Captain  Mon- 
tagu, who  had  fallen  in  the  a^ion,  informed  the  Houfe  that  he 
had  a  motion  to  offer  refpedling  him,  which,  he  laid,  had  been 
made  before  in  fimilar  circumdances,  viz. 

That  an  humlble  addrefs  be  prefentcdto  His  Mijefly,  humbly  defiring 
that  His  Majefty  will  be  pleafcd  to  give  dlredions,  th.ir  a  monument  be 
creeled  in  the  Collegiate  Church  of  Saint  Peter's,  Wcftminfitr^  to  the 
niemory  of  Captain  James  Montagu^  of  His  Majefty's  fliip  Montagu^  who 
fell  glorioufly  in  the  naval  engagement  of  the  ift  ot  June,  when  a  deci- 
{iv.c  viiftory  was  obtained  by  Admiral  Earl  Hovje  over  the  French  fleet ; 
and  to  afllire  His  Majefly,  that  this  Houfe  will  make  good  the  expence 
attending  the  fame. 

This  motion  was  alfo  granted,  nem.  con. 

Mr.  Dundas  then  faid,  that  he  would  poftpone  till  Thurfday  his 
propofed  motion  for  thanks  to  another  Admiral. 

Mr.  SHERIDAN  faid,  that  if  the  motion  intended  by  the  right 
honourable  gentleman,  applied  to  Lord  Hood,  he  fhould  think  him- 
fclf  bound  to  oppofe  it,  and  would  certainly  do  fo,  whenever  it  was 
brought  forward. 

Mr.  Chancellor  PITT  moved,  <*  That  the  addrefs  which  had 
been  fent  up  by  the  Lords  to  the  Houfe  for  its  concurrence,  (hould 
be  agreed  to." 

The  addrefs  was  then,  by  defire  of  the  Speaker,  read,  as  fol- 
lows: 

An  Addrefs  to  the  KING. 

Moft  Gracious  Sovereign, 

WEy  your  Majeftfs  moft  dutiful  and  loyal /ubje£fs,  the  Lords  Spi^ 
ritual  and  Temporal,  and  Commons j  in  Parliament  ajfimbkdy  having 
taken  into  our  moftferious  conjideration  tht  communications,  which  your 
Maje/fy  has  been  pleafed  to  make  to  us,  refpe£ling  defigns  againft  the 
public  peace  andfafety  carried  on  within  this  realm,  think  it  ourbounden 
duty,  at  this  period,  humbly  to  lay  before  your  Majejiy  thofe  fentimenis 
to  which  we  are  led  by  the  rejult  of  that  examination. 

fPe  have  Jeen,  with  the  utmoft  concern  and  indignation,  that  there 
has  exifted  within  this  realm  afeditious  and  traitorous  confpiracy,  di- 
re£led  to  the  fubverfion  of  the  authority  of  your  Majejiy  and  your  Parlia-- 
ment,  and  to  the  utter  deftru&ion  of  the  eftablijhed  Conjiitution  and  Go- 
vernment ofthefe  your  Majejiy  5  kingdoms  ;  and  that,  for  the  execution 
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of  thofe  wicked  and  detejlabk  dejignsy  means  of  open  violence  were  pn- 
paring^  and  oBs  meditated^  leading  to  all  the  horrors  of  infurre&iony 
anarchy  J  and  rebellion. 

Thaty  with  thefulleft  connjiSfion  ofthefe  defignsy  thus  deliberately 
entertained,  openly  avowed,  and  on  the  very  point  of  being  attempted  to 
be  executed,  we  feel  ourfehes  bound  to  exprefs  to  your  Majefiy  our  grati- 
iudefor  the  paternal  care  which  your  Majefiy  hasfhewnfor  the  dearejl 
interefis  of  your  people,  in  having  taken  fuch  meafures  as  might  hefi  tend 
to  defeat  all  fuch  purpofeSf  and  to  bring  the  authors  and  abettors  of  them 
to  public  jufiice. 

fVe  have,  on  our  part,  proceeded  without  delay,  after  the  example  of 
our  ancefiors,  and  under  thejufi  imprejjion  of  the  exigency  of  fuch  afitua- 
tion,  to  vefi  in  your  Majefiy,  by  law,  fuch  additional  powers  asjeem  | 
befi  calculated  to  provide  for  the  public  peace  and  tranquillity  i  and  we 
rely  with  confidence  on  your  Afajefifs  employing  all  legal  and  confiitutional 
means  for  the  punijbment  of  fuch  crimes;  for  the  fuppreffion  of  the  firft 
appearance  of  any  tumult  or  dif order  connected  with  them ;  and,  gene- 
rally, for  the  giving,  as  the  circurn /lances  manrfefily  require,  full  energy 
and  vigour  to  the  execution  of  the  laws  by  which  all  your  Mojefiysfuh* 
Jeffs  are  equally  prote  (led,  and  from  which  alone  they  can  derive  theje- 
cure  enjoyment  of  property,  of  liberty,  and  of  life  itf elf 

And  we  beg  leave  to  affureyour  Majefiy,  that,  as  we  are  determined 
to  defend  with  refolution  and  vigour,  againfi  our  foreign  enemies,  the 
rights  of  your  Majefiy  s  Crown,  thefafety  and  welfare  of  our  country, 
and  the  exifience  of  good  order  and  civil  Society,  fo  we  will,  on  every 
occafion,  afford  to  your  Majefiy  the  fullefi  fupport  and  affifiance  in  main- 
taining inviolate  the  free  Confiitution  of  thefe  realms,  in  preferving  in- 
ternal peace  and  tranquillity,  and  in  refifiing  the  defperate  purpofes  of 
thofe,  who  would  introduce  among  us  the  miferies  which  now  prevail  in 
France  ;  fuch  being  the  conduff  which  we  feel  to  be  due  from  us,  essfiuth- 
ful  and  affeSionate  fubje£ls,  and  as  men  deeply  impreffed  with  the  value 
of  the  blejjings  which  we  enjoy. 

Mr.  Chancellor  PITT.  However  important  the  motion  which 
I  am  now  to  make,  or  however  important  the  fubjeft  be  in  itfelf, 
I  (hall  not,  on  tHe  prefent  occafion,  feel  it  ncceffary  to  trouble  the 
Houfe  at  much  length.  The  material?  connedtcd  with  the  queftion 
are  now  fo  public,  as  in  a  great  mcafurc  to  fuperfede  the  ncceffity  of 
difcufllon ;  and  I  (hould  confider  very  little  as  wanting  on  my  part 
to  fecure  the  almoft  unanimous  concurrence  of  the  Members  of  this 
Houfe  to  the  addrefs  now  propofed  for  th^ir  acceptance.  Whether 
indeed  they  (hall  give  this  unanimous  concurrence,  can  depend  only 
on  one  queftion,  whether  they  think  the  proportion  ftated  in  the 
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Addrefs  iticlf  made  out  by  the  evidence  brought  forward  in  the  Re* 
ports  of  your  Committee.     If  they  think  that  propofition  true^  what* 
ever  difference  may  fubiift  in  political  opinions,  they  can  furely  have 
no  hefitation  to  unite  in  carrying  to  the  foot  of  the  Throne  the  efFu- 
fions  of  their  loyalty,  and  the  expreffions  of  their  abhorrence  of  a 
deteftable  confpiracy  formed  againft  our  happy  conftitution.     The 
conclufions  firom  which  the  propofition  is  drawn,  depend  upon  a  va- 
riety of  inatter,  and  embrace  details  of  a  confiderable  extent,  which 
as  you  have  alrcady^before  you,  it  cannot  be  neceffary  for  me  to  re* 
capitulate.     Thefe  partly  depend  upon  verbal  examination,  the  re- 
fult  of  wluch  you   take  upon  the  credit  of  your  Committee,  but 
much  the  greater  part  upon  authentic  documents,  and  the  written 
declarations  of  the  parties  implicated  in  the  tranfa£lions,  which  have 
fojuftly  excited  our  alarm,  and  called  for  your  vigilance.     From 
thefe  it  will  appear,  that  whatever  (hades  or  nicer  diftindions  may 
be  found  in  the  principles  avowed,  and  the  expreflions  adopted  by 
the  different  Societies,  whatever  difguifes  and  pretexts  may  be  affumed 
by  fome,  or  whatever  impolitions  might  be  pradHfed  upon  others, 
there  exifted  a  regular  fyftematic  defign,  deliberately  formed  and 
long  a£led  upon,  diredted  to  the  fubverfion,  not  of  a  part,  but  of 
the  whole  of  a  Britifh  conftitution,  conducted  by  fpecific  means, 
and  thefe  the  beft  calculated  for  that  end.     Not  only  was  the  mea- 
fure  of  a  Convention  propofed  ;  flcps  were  taken  to  carry  it  into 
execution.     The  nature  of  this  Convention  was  not  equivocal ;  the 
objeft  it  had  in  view  was  clearly  proved  by  a  fludied  recommenda*- 
tion  of  principles,  ftating  the  neceflity  of  having  rccourfc  to  fuch 
Conventions,  and  the  rights  attached  to  them,  as  the  rcprefentative 
of  the  national  fentiments,  and  the  fole  organs  of  the  fovereign  will 
of  the  people.     Thefe  principles  were  enforced  by  holding  out  as 
an  objeft  of  applaufe  and  imitation,  the  pra6tical  model  of  another 
country,  and  the  examples  of  that  revolution  which  had  there  taken 
place  under  a  Convention,  and  by  a  deliberate  recommendation  of  a 
long  and  elaborate  effay  on  Conventions,  I  mean  the  fpeeches  of 
Barrere,  in  which  are  inculcated  the  right  of  the  people  to  be  in  a 
fovereign  ftate  of  infurredion,  .the  facred  duty  of  fubverting  eftab^ 
Ulhed  Governments,  the  propriety  of  invefting  Conventions  with 
a  fpecies  of  defpotic  power,  in  fhort,  principles,  which  if  carried 
into  effedt,  would  go  equally  to  deftroy  the  exiflence  of  our  Lc^- 
flature,  and  the  inviolability  of  our  Monarch.     Sometimes,  indeed, 
in  the  proceedings  of  thefe  Societies  a  parliamentary  reform  is  talked 
of,  and  we  even  find  them  recommending  to  petition  for  the  pur- 
pofe  ;  but  we  alfo  find  the  idea  of  a  Convention  to  have  been  pre- 
vioufly  in  agitation,  and  that  in  thefe  inftances  it  was  departed  from, 
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not  in  confeqiicnce  of  any  preference  given  to  the  mode  of  petition, 
but  tecaufe  they  confidered  petitions  as  a  neceflary  engine,  in  order 
to  promote  the  fuccefs  of  their  operations,  and  as  part  of  that  plan 
from  which  they  were  to  look  for  the-  completion  of  their  purpofcs. 
When  their  petitions  failed,  what  was  the  condudi  which  they  then 
adopted  ?     They  endeavoured  to  perfuade  the  people  that  the  time 
w^s  come  when  petitions  were  no  longer  of  avail,  and  a  Conven- 
tion  was  the  only  refource  to  which  they  could  apply  for  the  redrefe 
of  their  grievances  ;  no  relief  could  now  be  expefted  from  Parlia- 
ment, and  they  had  only  to  truft  to.their  own  valour  and  exertioas. 
When  a  Convention  was  firft  propofed,  it  was  indeed  Aated  to  be 
only  with  a  view  to  the  objeft  of  parliamentary  reform.     Buf  in 
proportion  as  they  increafed  in  their  numbers,  they  became  enlarged 
in  their  vie^^'s.     As  an  illuftration  of  this,  it  was  only  neceflaty  to 
look  to  the  hiftory  of  the  Convention  at  Edinburgh.     Its  Members 
copied  into  tlieir  own  proceedings  all  the  leading  features  of  the 
French  Convention ;  they  even  adopted  its  language ;  they  had  con- 
tinually in  their  mouths,  that  favourite  phrafe  organization ;  they 
talked  of  their  diviiions,  their  fedlions,  their  Committees  of  Fi- 
nance, the  honours  of  the  fitting,  &c.     In  every  thing  they  (hewed 
their  determination  to  adopt  the  French  model,  not  as  a  temponry, 
but  as  a  permanent  rule  of  prafticc.     Upon  that  foundation,  they 
were  evidently  defirous  to  build,  and  there  can  be  no  doubt  that 
their  ambition  went  too  near  tJie  fame  fuperftrufture-     They  aimed 
to  bring  about  fomething  to  reprefent  every  defcription  of  the  com- 
munity, and  every  corner  of  the  land.     And  why  were  they  fo 
warm  in  Commanding,  and  fo  eager  to  bring  about  fuch  a  Conven- 
tion ?  Becaufe  this,  as  tliey  themfel ves  dated,  was  the  precife  mode 
by  which  France  had  effedled  its  revolution :  nay,  they  went  fo  hx 
as  to  appoint  a  Committee  of  Emei^ency,  who,  in  cafe  the  Legi- 
flature  (hould  attempt  to  pafs  certain  acts,  were  to  meet  for  the  pur- 
pofe  of  refifting  them.     After  this  Edinburgh  Convention  had  been 
difperfed  by  the  vigilance  of  the  Magiftrates  there,  this  very  refolu- 
tion,  breathing  defiance  to  the  Legiflature,  was  adopted  by  a  Soci- 
ety in  town,  who  appointed  a  Committee  of  Obfervation  fo  meet 
form  day  to  day  during  thefeflion,  and  watch  over  the  proceedings 
of  Parliament.     I  had  formerly  occafion  to  refer  to  various  refolu- 
tions  of  thefe  Societies.     Whatever  variations  there  might  be  in  the 
phrafes  which  they  feverally  adopted,  there  can  be  no  ground  of  he- 
fitation,  either  as  to  the  objedts  which  they  had  in  view,  or  the 
means  by .  which  thefc  were  to  be  accomplifhed.     The  difcuflion 
about  phrafes  can  only  be  material  fo  far  as  it  tends  to  point  out 
the  parties,  and  to  mark  their  characters,   to  afcertain  whether  the 
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one  part}^  are  poffeffed  of  more  art  to  difguife  their  purpofes,  or  whe- 
ther they  really  fhrunk  back  with  horror  from  what  the  others  did 
not  fcruple  to  avow.  The  defign  of  holding  a  Convention  was  not 
only  avowed,  but  a6ted  ufton.  It  is  proved  that  circular  letters  for 
this  objeft  were  written  by  the  Corrcfponding  Society,  were  aftually 
fent  and  received  by  different  Societies  in  the  country.  And  what 
is  ftill  more  worthy  of  attention,  exa6Hy  the  fame  fyftem  was  at  the 
fame  time  purfued  in  Scotland.  In  both  cafes  too  the  fame  means 
were  adopted,  the  recommendation  of  a  Secret  Committee,  who 
were  to  concert  the  place  of  meeting,  and  other  particulars.  To 
fuch  an  extent  has  this  fyflem  been  a£led  upon,  and  to  fuch  ends 
was  it  diredled.  If  any  thing  is  wanting  to  the  proof  of  which  wc 
are  already  in  poffeffion,  we  have  only  to  refer,  as  the  moft  full 
confirmation  that  could  poflibly  have  been  obtained,  to  the  difclaimer 
fubfequently  publilhed  by  the  Corrcfponding  Society.  They  there 
avow  the  defign  of  holding  a  Convention ,  but  the  objedl  of  that 
Convention,  they  fay,  was  not  to  afifume  tlie  Legiflative  Powers, 
fcut  only  to  point  out  how  reprefentatives  ought  to  be  chofcn.  It 
can  be  of  little  confequencc  to  the  Members  of  this  Houfe,  whether 
the  objefl  of  fuch  a  Convention  would  be  to  arrogate  their  fundlions, 
or  to  prefcribe  the  mode  of  their  eledJion.  In  cither  cafe  it  would 
equally  be  a  fuperceflion  of  the  powers  of  Parliament,  and  indicate 
^  Contempt  and  defiance  of  their  authority.  The  fort  of  language 
adopted  by  thofe  Societies  will  be  perfeflly  underftood  by  thofe  who 
have  read  that  publication  of  Barrere,  to  which  I  formerly  referred. 
In  that  publication  he  talks  of  creating  and  moulding  the  public 
will,  of  following  it  only  fo  far  as  to  give  it  the  diredlion  which 
you  would  wifti  with  more  certainty.  In  (hort,  little  doubt  can,  I 
think,  be  entertained,  that  if  the  propofed  Convention  had  been 
called  and  allowed  to  carry  their  objefts  into  eflfeft,  they  would  not 
have  ftopt  (hort  of  affuming  to  themfelves  every  power,  legiflative 
and  executive.  I  have  not  thought  it  neceflary  in  the  firft  infiance, 
in  confequence  of  the  documents  with  which  you  are  already  provi- 
ded, to  enter  into  the  detail  of  fafts ;  if  any  gentleman,  however, 
be  difpofed  to  difpute  any  of  my  pofitions,  I  ptofefs  myfelf  perfeSly 
ready  to  enter  into  a  more  particular  difcuflion.  I  (hall  now  only 
detain  your  attention  for  one  moment.  The  defign  of  holding  a 
Convention,  and  the  objeifts  which  fuch  a  meafurc  had  in  view, 
are,  I  think,  now  proved  beyond  all  poflTibility  of  difpute  ;  fuch  a 
defign,  I  aflirm,  could  never  have  been  thought  of,  v/ithout  the 
idea  of  having  rccourfe  to  force  and  violence.  Extravagant  and 
abfurd  as  I  admit  thofe  Societies  to  be,  I  never  can  afcribe  to  them 
a  fdieroe  fo  extravagant  and  abfurd,  as  tb-atof  effediing  their  objefis 
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fimply  by  pacific  means.     Aiming  at  the  entire  fubverfion  of  the 
Conftitution,  how  could  they  expoSl  to  arrive  at  their  end,  except 
every  branch  of  it  was  quietly  difpofed  to  furrender  its  rights  and 
privileges  ?      Indeed  the  exprefs  proof  of  their  intention  of  having 
recourfe  to  arms  is  not  lefs  diftincS,  than  that  of  their  holding  a 
Convention.     I  am  more  particularly  inclined  to  infift  upon  this 
point,  when  I  recolleft  the  expreffions  that  dropped  from  gentle- 
men of  a  refpeflable  charafter,  and  who  have  a  deep  ftake  in  the 
country,  that  if  the  fmalleft  traces  (hould  appear  of  an  intention  of 
aiiy  party  to  have  recourfe  to  arms,  their  objedions  to  the  fufpen- 
fiort  of  the  Habeas  Corpus  aft  would  vanifli.     We  are  now  called 
to  witnefs  fuch  an  intention  not  merely  in  its  infancy,  but  extend- 
ed in  its  effedls,  and  apparently  carried  on  in  concert  in  different 
parts  of  the  country.      Such  an  intention  we  find  accompanied  not 
only  with  expreffions  of  the  utmoft  violence,  but  in  the  northem 
part  of  the  kingdom  ready  to  burft  forth  into  adlion,  when  moft 
fortunately  the  difcovery  took  place.      Such  being  the  cafe,   no  he- 
fitation,  I  think,  .can  be  entertained  by  any  Member  with  refpeA 
to  the  conduft  which  he  ouglift  to  purfue :    if  there  yet,   however, 
remains  any  fuch  hefitation,  it  can  only  proceed  from  a  doubt  of 
thofe  documents  which  have  been  laid  before  the  Houfe.      I  augur, 
however,  well  from  the  folicitudc  which  gentlemen  have  fliewn  in 
the  firft  inftance  to  diftinguilh  themfclves  from  thofe  who,  under  the 
pretence  of  a  parliamentary  reform,  would  introduce  a  tyranny  worfe 
than  that  of  Caligula,  and  I  flatter  myfelf  that  the  prefent  addrefs 
will  receive  their  unanimous  concurrence. 

Mr.  LAMBTON  claimed  the  attention  of  the  Houfe,  as  con- 
ceiving himfelf  alluded  to  in  an  obfervation  which  had  fallen  from 
the  right  honourable  gentleman  who  fpoke  laft.  He  had  faid  that 
he  expefted  fupport  from  thofe  who  had  declared  their  readinefs  to 
aflbrd  that  fupport,  provided  that  they  had  any  proof  of  the  diftribu- 
tion  of  arms.  For  himfelf,  he  had  never  promifed  his  fupport  upon 
thofe  terms  precifely :  but  that  he  was  ready  to  give  his  fupport;  if 
they  could  produce  the  diftribution  of  arms  to  any  dangerous  amount,* 
and  this  promife  he  was  ready  to  fulfil,  whenever  fuch  a  faft  fhould 
be  clearly  made  out.  For  his  part,  he  was  a  warm  friend  to  in- 
veftigation,  as  leading  to  the  difcovery  of  the  truth.  For  tliis  reafon 
it  was,  that  laft  year  he  had  feconded  the  motion  made  for  the  ap- 
pointment of  a  Committee  to  enquire  into  the  exiftence  and  caufes  of 
thofe  riots  and  difcontents,  which  were  fuppofed  to  have  exifled  ' 
throughout  the  country,  and  which  were  made  the  pretext  of  calling 
out  the  militia.  '  When  die  firft  Report,  brought  up  from  the  Se- 
cret Committee,  was  prcfcnted,  he  oppofed  the  fufpenfion  of  the 


Ji.  1794.  DEBATES,  403 

liabcas  Corpus  grounded  thereon,  bccaufc  he  conceived  the  Report 
did  not  juftify  fo  ftrong  and  violent  a  meafurc,  He  was  fony  to  fay, 
that  in  like  manner  he  felt  himfelf  equally  under  the  neceffity  of  op- 
pofing  the  addrefs  now  propofed,  becaufe  he  could  not  conceive^hat 
the  fecond  Report,  any  more  than  the  firft,  could  juftify  the  proceed- 
ings attempted  to  be  founded  upon  it.  He  was  certainly  ready  to 
admit,  that  in  the  fecond  Report,  there  was  fomething  like  an  ap- 
pearance of  fedition ;  nay  there  were  fome  afls  ftated,  which,  if 
true,  approached  very  nearly  to  what  might  be  termed  treafonable. 
But  he  could  not  be  brought  to  approve  of  the  mode  in  which  thefc 
fevcral  ftatements  were  printed ;  he  could  not  think  the  mode  of 
printing  certain  words  and  paffages  in  capitals  and  italics  altogether 
fair,  as  not  trufting  altogether  to  the  cool  and  unbiaffed  judgment  in 
its  decifion,  but  endeavouring  to  influence  the  paflions,  by  pointing 
out  partial  views,  in  which  to  examine  the  fubjedt.  Upon  a  fimi- 
lar  mode  of  proceeding  it  was  that  Algernon  Sydney  replied  to  the 
infamous  Judge  before  whom  he  was  tried,  "  that  if  quotations  were 
fuffered  to  be  fo  mangled  and  difguifed  to  anfwer  party  purpofes, 
he  would  prove,  from  the  bible  jtfelf,  that  there  was  no  God." 
Thus  it  was  in  the  prefent  inftance  ;  this  method  of  partial  printing 
might  tend  to  influence  the  minds,  if  not  of  that  Houfe,  perhaps  of 
Jliofe  Courts  of  Juftice  before  whom  the  prefent  obje<^s  of  profecu- 
tion  were  about  to  appear.  When  he  looked  at  the  prefent  Report, 
garbled  as  it  was,  he  confefled,  he  could  not  but  feej  an  ir^clination 
.  Xo  fee  how  a  Report  thus  condudted  would  appear,  of  the  procc  edings 
of  a  Society,  in  which  the  right  honourable  gentleman  oppofite  to 
him  (Mr.  Pitt,)  took  fo  adlive  a  part^  pr  another  Society,  the  York 
Aflbciation,  of  which  his  friend,  the  Rev.  Mr.  Wyvil,  was  fo  con-i 
fpicuous  a  Member;  or  hq  ftiould  like  to  fee  the  letter  wTitten  by  his 
Grace  the  Duke  of  I^ichmond  fo  garbled ;  ^d  he  had  no  doubt  but 
that  in  them  would  be  found  cxpreinons  equally  ftrong,  if  not 
equally  treafonable,  as  thofe  of  the  prefent  day.  There  was  like- 
wife  another  publication  which  he  had  by  accident  laid  his  hands  on,^ 
he  meant  the  addrefs  to  the  people  of  England,  by  Mr.  Northcote, 
}n  %hich  he  read  paflTages  that  alluded  to  three  or  four  roy2\l  robbers, 
who  conlidered  bjows  as  fometimes  better  than  words,  and  others  of 
a  like  tendency,  In  the  late  Adminiftration  of  Lord  North,  fuch  a 
garbling  of  teftimony  upon  any  fubjeft  would  neither  hay?  been  at- 
tempted or  borne ;  in  thofe  days  men  were  made  of  fterner  ftuff. 
With  rcfped  to  the  fads  themfelves,  as  ftatec^  in  the  Report,  upon 
which  the  prefent  motion  was  grounded,  he  could  not -avoid  indulg- 
ing a  few  comments.  In  the  very  beginning  of  the  R(  po*-f,  tho  cir- 
cqinibaces  attending  the  fuppofed  confpiracy,  were  ftated  to  be  ex- 
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travagant.    If  by  this  term  it  was  meant  to  ftate  them  to  be  abfurd 
and  impoffible,  how  could  the  Minifter  juftify  the  fufpenfion  of  the 
Habeas  Corpus  upon  the  fuppofition  of  danger?  if,  on  the  other  hand, 
by  the  term,  it  was  meant  to  call  them  wild  and  extravagant,  whence 
arofe  the  pains  taken  thioaghout  the  whole  of  the  Report,   to  prove 
them  rv- .iar  and  fyftematicalr   Another  circumftancc   was  worthy 
remark,  while  the  Committee  profeffed  to  be  in  poffeffion  of  the 
Origin  of  thefe  confpiracies,  how  was  it  that  they  proceeded  to  ftatc 
facts,  which  were  of  a  recent  date  ;  or  were  they  thus  forced  in, 
out  of  their  natural  order  of  time  and  place  ?  The  certain  fa6l  was, 
that  it  was  fuppofed  that  few  or  none  would  have  patience,    or  perfe- 
verance,  to  wade  through  the  whole  of  the  voluminous  Report;  it 
was  therefore  thought  advifeable  to  drag  a  few  ftrong  fafts  forwards, 
out  of  their  natural  order  of  time  and  place,  in  order  that  they  might 
fatisfy  fuch  as  were  too  indolent  to  read  the  whole.      la  the  third 
page  of  the  Report,  the  plan  of  providing  arms  for  the  ^rpofe  of 
enforcing  their  defigns,  was  termed  a  general  idea;  yet  dire6tly  after 
it  was  ftated,  that  the  matter  was  difcuffed  only  by  a  few,  and  that 
only  when  the  general  meetings  were  broken  up,  and  a  few  feleft 
Members  left  behind.     Upon  the  fubjedi  of  procuring  arms  much 
had  been  faid,  and  what  were  thofe  arms  ?  Not  eighteen  thoufand, 
as  might  have  been  fuppofed,  *  but  eighteen  pike-heads,  ten  battle- 
axes,  and  twenty  blades,  unfinifhed.     The  circumftancc  of  coup- 
ling the  Society  of  the  Friends  of  the  People  with  the  other  Societies, 
met  alfo  with  his  fevereft  reprchenfion,  and  could  only  be  done  with 
an  infidious  defign  of  defaming  them,  and  leffening  them  in  the  eyes 
of  their  countrymen.      What  charge  was  there  attempted  to  be  ex- 
hibited againft  them  ?  Or  of  what  ufe  could  they  be  poffibly  made  in 
cftablifhing  the  treafons  fuppofed  to  exift  ?    If  it  was  faid  that  thofc 
letters  were  found  upon  Mr.  Skirvlng,  then  he  demanded  to  know 
why  the  whole  of  them  were  not  publifhed,,  and  why  they  fhould 
thus  by  omiffion  garble  them  to  anfwer  a  particular  purpofe.     If  re- 
bellion were  to  rear  its  head  to-morrow,  w^here  could  it  be  fuppofed 
the  Members  of  that  Society  would  rally  but  round  the  Conftitution. 
It  might  be  faid,  that  a  flight  fcratch  might  cover  the  body  with 
fores ;  but  he  was  confident,  there  was  no  danger  to  be  apprehended 
from  the  inoculation  in  this  country  of  French  principles.     He 
maintained,  that  from  the  very  terms  in  which  the  Report  of  the 
Committee  was  conveyed,  he  was  juftified  in  faying,  that  they  were 
fo  abfurd  and  contradictory  that  no  Court  of  Juftice  could  poflibly 
pronounce  any  fentence  infening  criminality  on  the  Members  of  the 
Societies  now  calumniated  and  accufed. 

Mr,  Serjeant  WATSON  rofe,  for  the  purpofe  of  cxculpatii^  the 
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Courts  of  Juftice  from  what  he  conceived  to  be  a  calumny  thrown 
upon  them  by  the  honourable  gentleman;  for  in  contradidion 
to  the  aflertion  he  had  made,  he  would  take  upon  himfelf  to  declare^ 
that  no  Englifli  Court  or  Jury  could  ever  entertain  any  doubt  as  to 
the  propriety  of  convidHng  any  man  who  was  implicated  in  fuch 
praftices  as  thofe  imputed  to  the  men  who  were  named  in  the  Report 
of  the  Committee.  He  ftrenuoufly  defended  the  conduft  of  Admi- 
niftrationi  and  gave  his  hearty  aflent  to  the  motion,  confcious  that 
the  proceedings  of  the  times  required  the  meafures  that  had  been 
purfucd. 

Mr.  M.  ROBINSON  faid,  he  was  willing  to  give  every  d^rec 
of  credit  to  the  Report  of  the  Committee  which  it  merited,  but  he 
really  did  not  think  that  the  bufinefs  of  the  arms  had  been  at  all 
clearly  made  out ;  and  although  he  confeffed  himfelf  an  alarmift, 
yet  he  thought  it  unfair  that  inftances  to  prove  the  diiTatisfadion  of 
England,  fhould  be  brought  from  Scotland. 

Sir  WATKIN  LEWES  declared,  that  he  had  never  made  up 
his  mind  upon  the  propriety  of  the  meafures  purfued  by  the  Minifter, 
until  the  laft  Report  of  the  Secret  Committee  ;  but  that  was  fo 
ftrong  as  to  render  him,  along  with  others,  an  alarmift,  and  he 
was  now  only  furprifed  Adminiftration  did  not  take  thofe  ftrong  fteps 
fooner.  He  had  been,  and  ftill  was,  a  partizan  of  a  parliamentary 
reform  ;  but  he  faw  matter  enough  on  the  Reports  to  juftify  him  in 
giving  his  vote  for  the  Addrefs. 

Mr.  Alderman  NEWNHAM  juftified  his  condudl  in  voting 
with  Adminiftration.  He  congratulated  himfelf  upon  the  fpirit  of 
prophecy  with  which  he  had  fpoken  at  the  commencement  of  the 
feffion  ;  he  had  early  forefeen  the  mifchiefs  which  had  taken  place 
in  die  country ;  and  fpoke  his  opinion  of  them,  without  any  reference 
to  either  fide  of  the  Houfe. 

Mr.  MARTIN  faid,  that  he  had  ever  been  taught  to  entertain 
the  higheft  veneration  for  the  principles  of  the  conftitution  ;  but  he 
had  not  before  known,  that  there  was  any  thing  unconftitutional, 
fer  lefs  treafonable,  in  a  fubjeft  of  this  country  keeping  arms  in  his 
poffeffion  for  his  own  defence  ;  and  he  faw  nothing  in  the  Report, 
on  the  fubjed  of  arms,  that  warranted  any  thing  farther  than  that 
fome  perfons  had  provided  themfelves  with  arms  for  their  defence, 
in  cafe  their  rights,  property,  or  lives,  might  be  attacked  by  any 
others.     He  might  be  miftaken ;  but  that  was  his  opinion. 

Mr.  BURDON  was  of  opinion,  that  the  heart  of  the  country 
was  found  ;  yet  were  we  not  free  from  all  danger  ;  we  were  not 
then  to  wait  till  fome  mifchief  had  been  incurred,  before  we  made 
any  attempts  Kx  check  it.     The  Report  itfclf  was  well  written,  and 
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had  his  warm  fupport  and  admiration.  He  had  been  in  hopes,  after 
icaring  the  firft  Report,  and  ftill  more  after  the  fecond,  that  fomc 
ihronger  meafures  would  have  been  adopted  by  His  Majefty's  Mini- 
ftcrs,  particularly  at  this  period  of  the  feflion  ;  or  that  Parliament 
would  have  been  kept  together,  in  cafe  df  any  thing  dangerous  hap- 
pening during  the  time  that  he  now  found  they  were  to  be  prorogued. 
Mr.  FOX  faid  he  fhould  have  confidered  the  Addrefs  with  more 
fetisfaftion,  if  he  had  been  perfuaded  that  the  effcd^s  of  it  on  the 
jjcrfons  who  were  its  declared  objefts  would  be  fuch  as  gentlemen 
who  fupported  it  fecmed  to  expe<$i.  With  regard  to  thofe  perfons, 
who  had  formed  themfclves  into  affoclations,  with  views  more  or 
Icfs  laudable,  as  far  as  their  views  were  to  be  judged  of  from  *  their 
ciriginal  profeflions,  it  could  not  be  fufpeSed  that  he  had  any  par- 
tiality to  influence  his  opinion,  Partiality  could  be  derived  only 
from  general  concurrence  of  fentiment,  favour  fhewn,  or  fupport 
TeceivecJ.  Thefe  perfons,  among  many  other  important  inftances 
of  iignatizing  themfelvei,  had  always  been  fignalized  as  his  perfoml 
^nd  political  enemies :  they  were  alfo,  the  greater  part  of  them,  the 
very  perfons  who  had  fupported  that  f)'ftem  of  power  againft  which 
he  had  always  contended — ^they  were  the  perfons  who  i)ad  at  a)I 
times,  till  very  lately,  fupported  the  prefent  Minifter ;  who  had 
lent  their  utmoft  aid  to  bring  him  into  power  ;  and  who,  by  their 
prefent  condu(5t  in  oppofition  to  him,  contributed  more  to  promote 
his  meafures  than  by  their  former  fupport.  But  in  the  difcuffion  of 
public  q'ueftions,  much  as  he  regretted  when  it  was  his  misfortune 
to  differ  from  thofc  with  whom  he  lived  in  habits  of  intimacy,  or 
generally  agreed  on  conftitutional  principles,  he  was  riot  to  be  go- 
verned by  perfonal  feelings  or  political  kindnefs.  He  was  not  now 
to  debate  whether  or  not  there  were  fome  perfons  who  entertained 
principles  and  favoured  dcfigns  hoftile  to  the  eftablilhed  Government 
of  the  country.  At  all  times  thiere  had  been  fuch  perfons,  and  ever 
would  be  under  any  poflible  fyftem.  Was  it  not  notorious  that  duf 
ing  the  reigns  of  the  two  firft  Princes  of  the  Houfc  of  Brunfwick, 
there  exiftcd,  not  a  few  inconliderable  perfons,  but  a  party  of  great 
weight  and  influence  from  numbers,  rank,  property  and  character, 
not  merely  entertaining,  but  a<Sivcly  profecuting  defigns  hoftile  to 
the  Proteftant  fucceflion  as  eftabliftied  in  that  Houfe  ?  But  were  the 
bcft  bulwarks  of  the  Conftitution,  and  the  moft  valuable  defences  of 
our  rights  fufj^nded  on  that  account  ?  No,  the  good  fenfe  of  the  peq- 
ple  at  large,  and  their  attachment  to  a  fyftem  the  pra<5^ical  effcd 
of  which  they  felt  to  be  the  promoting  of  their  happinefs,  rendered 
fruitlefs  the  fyftematic  hoftility  of  that  party.  On  the  decline  of 
that  party,  by  whatever  narn»;Jt  rnight  be  called,  otl^r  difaffeclcd 
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perfons,  with  the  fame  or  perhaps  other  views,  naturally  arofs. 
How  this  new  party  a£ted  in  1784.,  it  was  unneccflary  for  him  to 
mention.    Gentlemen  could  not  but  know  that  the  fyftem  of  vilify- 
ing Parliament  fo  fuccefsfuUy  purfued  at  that  period  muft  have  pro-' 
duced  a  very  great  efFeft,  and  perhaps  been  the  immediate  caufe  of 
all  thofe  proceedings  which  tliey  were  now  called  upon  to  reprefc  by 
fuch  extraordinary  meafures.     The  queftion  to  be  debated  was  not 
the  exiftence  of  difafiedted  perfons,  but  wheAcr  what  they  did  was 
fufficient  to  call  for  or  warrant  a  departure  from  the  ordinary  coarfc 
of  adminiftering  the  Government,     Were  not  the  lawsagainft  fcdi- 
tious  or  treafonable  pradices  in  full*  force ;  and  was  not  the  general 
difpofitioh  of  the  people  loyal  and  zealous  tofupportthe  Conftitution? 
What  more  was  neceffary  ?  As  the  French  by  their  abufe  of  liberty 
had  brought  liberty  itfelf  into  difrepute,  he  warned  the  Houfe  againft 
tlic  fatal  error,  of  bringing  the  Conftitution  into  contempt  with  the 
people,  by  teaching  them,  that  it  was  unfit  to  meet  any  cmei^gency, 
that  it  poffeifed  not  vigour  to  oppofc  the  lead  attack,  Aat  held  forth 
the  femblance  and  not  the  fubftance  of  protedHon.     In  difcuffii^ 
queftions  of  war  or  alliances,  they  were  told  that  it  was  the  preroga- 
tive of  the  Crown  to  declare  war  and  conclude,  treaties,  and  that 
Parliament  was  not  to  interfere  with  the  exercifeof  that  prerogative, 
but  to  punifli  Minifters  in  cafe  they  abufed  it«     Was  it  not  equally 
the  prerogative  and  the  duty  of  the  Crown  ta  punifh  all  attempts 
againft  the  Conftitution  by  the  regular  courfe  of  law,  and  the  pro- 
vince of  Parliament  t6  animadvert  on  Minifters  if  they  neglefted  or 
betrayed  that  duty  ?  No  reafon  could  be  alledged  for  deviating  from 
the  ordinary  mode  in  the  one  cafe  more  than  in  the  other.     Why 
then  were  they  called  upon  to  take  the  lead  and  give  a  previous 
feniiion  to  meafures,  which  it  was  their  duty  only  tofupcrintend? 
What,  after  all,  was  expefted  from  their  addrefs  ?  Profcflions  of 
loyalty.      Surely,  furely,  the  Houfe  of  Commons  had  better  means 
of  manifefting  their  loyalty  than  by  profcflions.     Profcflions  they 
had  already  given  in  abundance,  and  they  were  now  to  give  no 
inaterial  advice ;  they  were  only  called  upon  to  witncfs  fadrs,  to 
affimi  their  belief  of  the  exiftence  of  a  confpiracy,  which  were  al- 
ready in  iflfue  on  the  trials  of  the  perfons  committed  as  accomplices 
in  that  confpiracy.     The  papers  in  the  Report  on  which  the  addrefs 
was  founded,  were  many  of  them  the  compofition  of  Minifters ;  of 
the  authenticity  of  fuch  papers,  neither  the  Houfe  nor  the  Secret 
Committee  had  any  knowledge  of  their  own ;  and  they  might  all 
be  as  falfe  as  the  charges  upon  which  Mr.  Walker  of  Mancheftqr 
>v'as  brought  to  trial.     The  efTcdt  of  the  addrefs  could  only  be  to 
publifli  the.  opinion  of  the  Houfe  that  the  Cpnftitution  was  in  danjer. 
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He  had  flattered  himfelf  that  the  day  on  w^ch  they  had  voted  thanks 
for  a  great  and  glorious  vi6lory  atehieved  by  the  united  zeal  and 
valour  of  cveiy  officer  and  feaman  in  our  fleet,  would  not  have 
been  chofcn  as  the  day  to  found  alarm.  That  vidtory,  he  truftcd, 
would  have  banifhed  every  idea  of  invafion  from  the  enemy,  the 
only  circumftance  that  could  give  colour  to  danger  from  difafFcfled 
perfons  at  home ;  and  he  had  hoped  that  Lord  Howe  had  not  only 
conquered  the  French  fleet,  but  reconquered  the  Habeas  Corpus 
adl.  But  although  the  caufe  of  alarm  was  gone,  the  effeft  ftill  re- 
itiained.  What  were  the  numbers  of  thofe  perfons  from  whomfo 
much  was  dreaded,  and  what  tlieir  quantity  of  arms  even  as  dated 
in  the  Report?  Too  infignificant  furely  to  adl  by  open  force.  But 
they  talked  of  a  Convention :  what  was  the  magical  influence  of 
this  word,  that  if  any  fet  of  people  were  to  meet  and  call  themfelvej 
a  Convention  the  whole  nation  muft  be  undone?  Were  they  to  form 
their  Convention,  and  attempt  to  exercife  any  authority  contrary  to 
law,  the  neareft  Juflice  of  Peace,  he  was  fully  convinced,  as  he 
had  dated  in  a  former  debate,  might  eafily  difperfe  them-  Their 
converfations  about  arms  too  it  appeared  were  all  private.  They 
were  not  held  in  their  public  meetings,  but  by  a  few  perfons  after 
the  other  Members  were  gone.  They  did  not  venture  to  truft  the 
fecret  of  providing  arms  even  with  thofe  whom  diey  expedJed  to  ufc 
them.  Between  the  former  ftate  of  France  and  the  ftate  of  this 
country,  there  was  as  little  refemblance  as  between  what  had  hap- 
pened there  and  what  was  apprehended  here-  There  was  not  in 
this  country  that  wide  fcparation  of  rich  and  poor,  without  any  in* 
termediate  clafs,  which  too  generally  prevailed  in  France.  The 
revolution  in  France  was  not  begun  by  the  lower  and  inconfiderable 
orders  of  people.  It  was  an  aflembly,  uniting  in  it  much  of  the 
rank  and  property,  and  perhaps  the  greater  part  of  the  talents  of 
the  kingdrm,  that  commenced  the  French  revolution  and  overturned 
the  ancient  Government.  Such  men  as  compofed  fome  of  the 
dreaded  Societies  in  this  country,  had  rifen  to  power  in  the  prc^ 
grefs  of  that  revolution,  but  they  were  utterly  incapable  of  beginning 
it.  He  was  glad  to  find  that  more  flrefswas  laid  in  the  Report  on 
what  had  been  difcovered  in  Scotlaxid,  than  on  the  difcoveries  made 
in  England;  both  on  account  of  the  natviral  prediled^ion  which 
every  man  fdt  for  the  part  of  the  country  in  which  he  happened  to 
be  born,  and  becaufe  it  was  a  complete  anfwer  to  the  defperate  pro- 
pofition  with  which  the  Houfe  had  been  threatened,  of  introducing 
the  Scotch  law  into  England.  Under  the  mild  fyftem  of  Engliih 
law,  fo  efieftual  had  experience;  proved  it  to  be,  fedition  was  hardly 
to  be  found  j  under  the  rigorous  fyfiem  of  Scotch  law,  flill  exifling 
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in  full  force,  fedition  had  grown  up  to  rebellion.    Such  was  the  fair 
inference  firom  the  Report ;  .and  the  converfe  of  the  argument  might 
be  alfo  true.     The  rigour  of  the  Scotch  law  might  have  tended  to 
raife  fedition.     Might  not  there  be  many  men  in  Scotland  who, 
like  himfelfy  would  feel  but  little  interefted  in  preferving  a  fyAein 
of  Government  under  which  they  (hould  be  expoTcd  to  fuch  treatment 
as  appeared  in  the  cafes  of  Muir  and  Palmer  ?  .  In  fuch  difcuiTions  as 
were  neceflarily  occalioned  by  die  late  proceedings  in  Parliament 
tHere  aright  be  much  mifchief.     In  attachment  to  the  Conftitution, 
he  would  not  yield  to  any  man ;  but  he  was  attached  to  the  fubftance 
and  vital  fpiriti  not  merely  to  the  form.     The  fubftance  and  vital 
fpirit  was  political  freedom.     A  Convention  and.refiftance  td  the 
form  in  favour  of  the  fpirit  of  the  Conftitution  had  refcued  our  an- 
ceftors  from  inipendii^  ilavery,  and  feated  the  Houfe  6f  Brunfwick 
on  the  Throne.     It  was  the  right  of  the  people  to  meet,  it  Was  their 
ri^t  to  difcufs  cither  their  private  or  political  affairs.     Thefc  rights 
were  facred  and  cfiential  to  freedom.     If  they  were  invaded  and 
fuppreiTed,  the  Conftitution  might  be  reduced  without  a  ftruggle  to 
a  level  with  thofe  of  other  countries,  which  perhaps  once  rellembled 
our  own,  and  of  which  the  forms  had  not  long  furvived  the  fub- 
ftance.   '  He  was  therefore  forry  when  he  faw  the  people  called  from 
that  attention  which  they  ought  always  to  pay  to  the  Adminiftration 
of  their  Government,  to  alarms  for  the  exiftence  of  tlieir  Govern- 
ment itfelf ;  and  he  now  believed  the  old  faftion  he  had  mentioned 
in  a  former  debate,  which,  by  whatever  name,  had  uniformly  pur- 
fued  the  fame  plan  of  throwing  all  power  into  the  hands  of  the 
Crown,  to  be  fpreading  a  falfe  alarm  of  danger  from  one  quarter  to 
cover  a  real  danger  firom  another.     A  cafe  might  be  fuppofed  in 
which  it  would  be  the  duty  of  the  people,  alTembled  by  their  dele- 
gates in  Convention,  to  call  upon  Parliament  to  do  what  Parliament 
would  not  do  of  Itfelf.     Was  it  not  then  the  height  of  madnefs  to 
blunt  the  weapons  and  difcredit  the  means*  to  which  we  muft  refort 
in  fuch  an  emergency  ?  He  would  not  quote  the  refiftance  made  to 
King  James  as  an  example  to  prove  that  the  Prince  on  the  Throne 
might  at  any  time  be  refifted.     How  tlien,  it  would  be  aflced,  was 
the  obedience  of  the  <lifaffe(fted  to  be  fecured  r  The  law  had  provided 
for  the  punifhment  of  the  difaffefted,  whenever  difaffbiftion  appeared 
in  their  adts.     This  was  the  proper  means  of  prevention;  and  the 
true  anfwer  to  all  that  had  been  faid  about  fuffering  the  mifchief  to 
grow  to  a  head.     To  put  the  law  in  force,  was  it  necefTary  for  the 
Houfe  to  declare  that  they  believed  in  the  exiftence  of  a  confpiracy 
againft  the  Governnjent  on  evidence  which  they  {l)ould  have  been 
afliamed  toUften  tor  At  the  Lancafter  aifizes,  Mr.  Walfccr,  and 
Vol.  XXXVIII.  3  G 
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other  perfixis,  were  chaiiged  with  a  confpiracy,  wludi  if  tm^  would 
have  amounted  to  treafim.  The  evidence^  it  was  feared,  would 
not  be  fufficient  to  make  oi|t  the  charge  of  treafon  ;  but  on  the  prin- 
ciple adopted  under  foihe  of  the  Stuarts,  it  was  thou^t  diat  it 
might  be  fuiEcient  for  a  charge  of  a  lefs  heinous  nature,  and  they 
were  indided  for  fedition.  The  only  witnefs,  when  he  came  lo  be 
cxzxmti&dj  was  fuch  a  witncfs  that  the  Counfel  for  the  piofeaition 
themfelves  were  afhamed  of  him,  and  the  defendants  were  honour^ 
ably  acquitted.  But  had  Parliament  before  that  trial  declaiod  their 
belief  in  the  confpiracy  with  which  thofe  gentlemen  were  charged, 
a  Jury,  prejudiced  and  mifled  by  fuch  a  declaration,  mi^t  have 
found  a  verdid  of  guilty,  on  the  teltimony  of  a  witncfs,  who,  in 
the  common  courfe  of  law,  was  held  to  be  unworthy  of  any  credit. 
Much  horror  and  remorfe,  he  conceived,  muft  thde  who  advifed 
the  profecution,  have  felt  in  fuch  a  cafe ;  and  althou^^  they  mi^t 
have  obtained  a  remiflion  of  tlie  fentence,  they  could  not  have  re** 
paired  the  injury  done  to  the  defendants.  For  thefe  reafons  he  ob- 
je£ted  to  that  part  of  the  addrefs  which  declared  the  belief  of  the 
Houfe  in  the  confpiracy,  and  (hould  move  to  leave  it  out.  He  ob- 
je6led  alfo  to  the  declarations  of  loyalty  as  unneceflfary,  but  (hould 
'  not  vote  againft  them.  There  was  an  argument  to  which  he  fliould 
not  attempt  an  anfwer,  viz.  that  the  fecond  Report  from  the  Secret 
Conunittee  being  ftronger  than  the  firft,  the  fecond,  by  the  rule  of 
three,  would  juftify  a  ftronger  meafure ;  and  the  fufpcnfion  of  the 
Habeas  Corpus  having  been  voted  on  the  firft,  there  cotild  be  no 
pbje6lion  to  voting  an  addrefs,  fomething  lefs  ftrong,  upon  the 
fecond.  This  mode  of  reafoiiing,  though  verj'  difpatable  in  logic, 
was  conclufive  in  numbers,  and  therefore  he  fliould  not  divide  the 
Houfe  on  his  amendment.  The  party  who  now  governed  France 
had  ufurped  their  power  and  ftill  maintained  it,  by  the  alarm  of 
numerous  Royalifts  in  the  country,  an  alarm  a&falfe  as  the  alarm  of 
numerous  Republicans  in  England. 

Th/e  principle  in  both  cafes  was  the  fame.  By  propagating  the 
alarm  of  Republicans  here,  Miniftcrs  obtained  powers  that  would 
0Ot  have  been,  granted,  and  drew  around  them  the  fupport  of  per- 
ibns  who  would  not  have  voted  for  their  meafures  undfer  any  other 
circumflances.  He  faw  things  in  both  countries  with  vulgar  op- 
tics; in  England  a  general  and  fteady  fpirit  of  Royalty,  (torn  a 
fcnfc  of  the  bleflings  derived  from  a  limited  monarchy ;  and  in 
France,  a  general  and  defperate  fpirit  of  Republicanifm,  from  a  re- 
CQUe6Kon  of  the  qppreffion  fufFered  under  defpotifm.  Miniftcrs, 
to  gain  fupporters  in  carrying  on  the  war,  wiflied  to  reverfe  the  pic- 
ture, and  make  the  Houfe  believe  that  France  was  full  of  Royalifcr 
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tiiA  England  of  Rq)ublicans.  If  this  alarm  were  not  kept  up^  thd 
pec^ik  would  attend  to  die  policy  and.  the  conduA  of  the  war ;  they 
might  even  think  diat  the  war  ought  not  to  be  pedifted  in^  or  if  w# 
eould  not  get  out  of  it,  that  it  ought  to  be  direAed  by  abler  hands. 
From  all  thefe  confiderations,  it  was  the  intereft  of  our  Minifters  to 
divert  them  as  long  as  poflible.  Were  there  among  the  perfons 
from  whom  danger  was  apprehended,  any  coniiderable  number  of 
men  of  rank  or  property  ?  was  it  prttended  in  the  Report  that  they 
had  fince  die  war  any  correfpondence  with  the  Frendi ;  were  they- 
conne^ed  with  any  &dion  in  the  ftate?  If  they  were  to  burft  into 
tiie  Houfe  of  Commons,  it  would  be  indifferent  to  them,  whetheif 
they  turned  to  the  right  or  to  the  left,  whether  M  inifters  or  Oppofi-* 
tion  were  th^ir  (irft  viiflims.  Such  men  might  poffibly  rife  in  a  re^ 
volution,  but  could  never  create  one.  In  the  advice  he  now  gave 
he  muft  be  admitted  to  be  difinterefted,  for  it  would  hardly  be  ima- 
gined that  he  ihould  wi(h  to  go  to  the  guillotine,  merely  for  the  fake 
of  being  accompanied  by  the  gendemen  over  againft  him.  The 
profecutions  ought  to  proceed,  becaufc  they  had  commenced  ;  but  it 
was  not  therefore  noceflary  that  Parliament,  as  had  been  fuggeded^ 
ihould  be  kept  fitting,  to  echo  back  the  information  received  from 
the  Privy  Council.  Ra(h,  and  even  feditious  converfation,  he  fup- 
pofed  would  be  proved  ;  but  he  trufted  no  man  would  be  found  fo 
hx  to  have  forgotten  his  duty  to  his  country  as  to  have  embarked  in 
treafon.  At  all  events  the  trials  would  be  conduced,  and  the  pu«* 
nifhments  rewarded  with  the  dignity  and  humanity  of  Bridfh  juf- 
tic^  ;  and  the  examples,  in  his  opinion,  ftrike  with  greater  forca 
without  any  previous  declaration  by  Parliament.  In  countries  where 
to  take  off  a  few  individuals  might  overturn  the  Government,  a 
few  individuals,  however  obfcurc,  might  effed  a  Revolution ;  buC 
in  fuch  a  country  as  this,  where  the  Revolution  muft  be  popular 
to  have  the  moft  diftant  chance  of  fuccefs,  nothing  could  be  more 
irrational  than  the  attempt.  Suppofe  fuch  perfons  mad  enough  to 
attempt  it,  the  danger  would  be  contemptible  to  all  but  themfelves, 
and  they  might  be  pronounced  fitter  for  Bedlam  than  for  Newgate. 
This  argument,  hoiVevcr,  applied  only  to  the  prefcnt  time  ;  for  if 
Minifters  were  to  perfift  in  this  ruinous  war,  if  the  exploded  max* 
ims  of  divine  right  were  to  be  revived,  if  the  deareft  parts  of  die 
Conftitudon  were  to  give  way  one  after  another  to  the  convenience 
or  caprice  of  die  Government  of  the  day,  the  iituation  of  the  peo{te 
would  become  fo  defperate,  that  the  moft  defpicable  faction  might 
provoke  a  revolutkin.  What  then  did  he  recommend?  To  ftudy 
the  peace  and  profperity  of  the  people ;  to  hold  out  to  them,  not  Ac 
tmfubftantial  theory,  but  die  pra^cal  benefits  of  the  ConftiCtttion ; 

3  G  2; 


4xa  PARLIAMENTARY  A.  1794. 

to  fliew  them  that  liberty  was  as  confiftcnt  with  order,  as  order  with 
liberty,  and  that  the  Conftitution,  with  all  its  reftri£tions  on  the 
Executive  Power,  the  moft  valuable  part  of  it,  in  his  opinion,  was 
fulBcient  for  all  the  purpofes  of  juft  fubordination.  With  difaffed- 
cd  perfons  he  propofed,  no  compromife.  He  was  not  fo  ^dld  a  fpe- 
culatifty  as  to  believe  that  any  Government  could  fatisfy  every  one 
of  thofe  who  lived  under  it  \  his  advice  was  only  to  render  the  num- 
ber of  the  difcontente^  as  fmall  as  poflible,  by  removing  as  many  as 
poflible  of  the  caufes  of  difcontent.  Let  all  civil  didintStions  on  ac- 
count of  religious  opinions  be  abolilhed,  and  diffenters  and  chutch- 
men  find  equal  protection  and  equal  encouragement.  Let  the  rights 
of  neutral  nations  be  refpedtcd,  more  cfpecially  the  rights  of  Ame- 
rica, fo  intimately  connedlcd  with  us  by  common  language  and 
common  intereft— 


€i 


Ut  ameris,  cmiabiUis  efio^ 

A  found  maxim  in  philofophy,  though  ufcd  by  the  Poet  on  a  flight 
occafion.  He  concluded  with  moving,  as  an  amendment,  to  leave 
out  all  the  part  of  the  addrefs  which  declares  the  belief  of  the  Houfe 
in  a  confpiracy  againft  the  Conftitution. 

Sir  W.  DOLBEN  faid,  he  did  not  intend  to  fpeak  on  this  fab- 
jeft ;  but  after  what  had  been  faid  by  the  right  honourable  gentle- 
man who  fpoke  laft,  he  could  not  help  giving  his  negative  to  the 
amendment,  becaufe  if  it  was  left  out,  their  proceedings  would  be 
as  ridiculous  and  abfurd  as  the  right  honouraWe  gentlenMin  himfclf 
'yrifhed  that  Houfe  to  believe  them  to  be.  He  looked  upon  this  as 
a  confpiracy  of  fo  deep  and  dangerous  a  nature,  that  it  was  proper 
for  Government  to  interfere.  He  was  not  one  of  thofe  who  believed 
there  were  no  Republicans  in  this  country.  He  expreffed  his  fears 
and  apprehenfions,  and  faid,  that  thofe  who  did  not  fear  in  common 
with  the  reft  of  His  Majefty's  fubje(3s^  muft  have  fomething  to 
hope,  which  they  did  not  hope  in  common  with  him.  He  obferved, 
that  if  an  addrcfa  was  fent  from  the  Lords  to  the  Commons,  they 
Would  not  infult  them  by  propofing  fuch  an  omiflion.  If  they  pro- 
ceeded in  a  different  manner,  and  altered  the  addrefs  they  propofed, 
we  fhould  have  a  paflive^  obedient  King,  non-refifting  Lords,  and 
a  rampant  Republican  Houfe  of  Commons.  It  had  been  faid,  only 
3  or  4000  daggers  were  ordered  to  be  prepared.  How  many  would 
they  have  ?  Would  they* have  40,000  P  He  was  decidedly  againft 
the  amendment. 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  faid,  that  although  thefpeech 
of  the  right  honourable  gentleman  oppofite  to  him  contained  a  great 
variety  of  matter,-  and  a  confiderable  flaare  of  inggiuity,  yet  very 
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few  of  hisr  aigumentft  appeared  to  call  for  a  reply :  there  was,  how* 
ever,  one  point  which  he  cbuld  not  avoid  noticing,  which  was  that 
by  agreeing  to  the  prefent  addrefs,  the  Houfe  would  make  itfelf  a 
witnefs  againft  thofe  perfons  who  were  to  take  their  trial  upon 
chaiges  of  a  very  ferious  nature.  If  this  aflertion  were  true,  it  cer- 
tainly would  be  a  very  good  argument ;  but  there  appeared  to  him 
not  the  finalleft  foundation  for  it.  Would  the  right  honourable 
gendeman  contend,  that  becaufe  certain  perfons  were  under  a  ftate 
of  profecution  for  certain  offences,  the  Houfe  of  Commons  ought  not 
to  return  an  anfwer  to  information  communicated  to  them  by  His 
Majefty,  more  efpecially  when  that  information  was  of  a  nature 
that  concerned  the  dearcft  interefts  of  the  State  r  Were,  there  not 
cafes  in  which  the  Houfe  of  Commons  more  direftly  interfered  in 
profecutions,  without  being  fuppofed  to  throw  any  improper  bias 
lipon  the  proceedings  ?  It  happened  in  a  variety  of  inftances,  that 
the  Houfe  of  Commons  addreffed  His  Majefty  to  profecute  an  indi- 
vidual j  and  yet  it  never  was  affcrted  that  the  individual  fo  profe- 
cuted  did  not  meet  widi  a  fair  trial.  There  was  fome  other  parts 
of  the  right  honourable  gentleman's  fpcech  which  appeared  to  him 
very  extraordinary :  in  fpeaking  of  the  principles  of  fome  of  thofe 
focieties,  he  faid,  fome  are  laudable,  and  others  not  quite  fo ;  but 
it  ihould  be  recoUedled,  that  thofe  principles  which  the  right  ho- 
nourable gentleman  defcribed  by  the  gentle  phrafe.of  being  not  quite 
laudable,  are  principles  which  tend  to  the  deftruftibn  of  the  whde 
Government  of  England^  Another  argument  of  the  right  honour- 
able gentleman's  was,  that  the  people  had  a  right  to  meet  for  the 
purpofe  of  obtaining  a  redrefs  of  their  grievances ;  and  in  fupport  of 
this  propoiition  an  allufion  was  made  to  the  Revolution  in  i688. 
Before  the  Houfe  adopted  this  mode  of  reafoning,  he  wiflied  them 
to  confidcr  the  length  to  which  it  might  be  carried.  There  fome- 
times  happened  in  States,  moments  of  fuch  real  emergency  (fuch 
as  at  the  Revolution  in  1688)  when  the  extraordinary  powers  of 
the  people  might  be  put  into  adlion  ;  but  becaufe  fuch  awful  and 
alarming  periods  might  fometimes  occur,  would  any  rational  man 
iay,  that  thofe  powers  (hould  be  always  in  a<ftion  ?  To  compare  the 
Revolution  of  1688  with  the  plans  of  the  focieties  of  the  prefent 
day,  was  to  flander  and  degrade  the  former.  He  called  upon  the 
gentlemen  pn  the  other  fide  of  the  Houfe  to  point  out  one  fingle 
principle  which  was  adopted  in  common  by  the  perfons  who  con- 
dii&ed  the  Revolution  of  1688,  and  the  modern  Reformers.  The 
one  was  anxious  to  preferve  the  Conftitution,  to  fix  the  prerogative 
.of  the  Crown,  and  to  aflfert  the  privileges  of  the  People— while  the 
other  wiflied  to  fubvcrt  the  Conftitution,  to  dcftroy  the  Monarch, 
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and,  under  the  name  of  Liberty,  to  tyrannize  over  tbe  Peo{»le.  The 
Habeas-Corpus  AA  remains  irf  full  force^  except  as  to  tfaofe  who 
were  accufed  of  high  treafon,  or'fufpefted  of  treafonable  praxes. 
It  had  been  afkcd  had  not  the  people  of  England  a  right  to  meet  to 
difcufs  their  rights,  &c.  He  conceived  if  a  number  of  people  were 
to  meet  on  Hounifew  Heath  to  dethrcme  the  King,  he  had  no  diffi- 
culty in  faying  it  would  be  high  treafon.  No  man  could  read  thefe 
papers  with  att^tion,  who  would  not  clearly  fee,  that  every  man 
in  this  country  was  deeply  concerned  in  having  this  confpiracy  fup- 
preffed.  There  was  one  argument  which  the  right  honourable  gen- 
tleman had  ufed,  which  he  did  not  mean  to  reply  to,  for  the  moft 
obvious  reafon  poffible,  vix.  becaufe  he  was  .not  able— *-The  right 
honourable  gentleman  havir^  paffed  fome  very  high  and  vciy  de- 
ferved  eulogiums  upon  Lord  Howe,  fays,  ergo  we  ought  not  to  vote 
for  the  propofed  addrefs.  Such  a  conclufion  from  fuch  prbmifes, 
fuch  an  extraordinary  piece  of  logic,  he  believed,  never  was  heard 
in  that  Houfe  before,  and  fet  all  anfwcr  at  defiance. 

The  Attorney  General  then  adverted  to  the  Report,  and  cited  a 
variety  of  paiTages,  tending  to  prov^  the  wicked  and  fcditious  deiigns 
which  were  imputed  to  fcveral  of  the  fodeties,  and  called  upon  any 
gentleman  to  prove,  that,  profeflfing  fudi  principles,  they  were  not 
objedts  of  danger.  Before  he  fat  down  he  bejgged  to  fay  a  few 
words,  as  a  kind  6i  complaint  of  die  treatment  which  he,  in  his 
official  capacity,  experienced.  If  he  profecuted  any  perfon  whom  be 
bought  guilty  of  a  crime  againft  the  Sta*te,  what  was  the  confe- 
quence  ?  Why,  one  of  thefe  focieties,  not  the  Friends  of  the  Peo- 
ple, but  the  Friends  of  the  Liberty  of  the  Frefs,  immediately  voted 
their  thanks  to  the  counfel  for  the  defendant,  and  avowed  all  the 
do(5lrines  which  he  had  advanced  in  the  courfe  of  the  trial.— If,  on 
the  other  hand,  he  declined  profccuting,  he  would  be  juftly  liable 
to  cenfure  for  a  negled  of  his  duty.  Gentlemen  did  not  fcem  to 
re(a>llcd,  diat  while  they  thwarted  him,  they  were  palfying  the  ex- 
ecution of  thofe  laws  which  they  contended  were  equal  to  s^ny  emer- 
gency. He  forbore  to  enter  more  into  detail  upon  the  evidence^  irt 
the  Report,  for  reafons  that  mud  be  obvious  to  the  Houfe:  he 
Ihould  therefore  conclude  with  giving  his  hearty  affent  to  the 
motion. 

Mr.  THOMPSON  defended  the  general  conduft  of  Ae  Society 
iot  Conflitutional  Information,  and  called  upon  any  perfoh  pitfent 
to  point  out  in  their  proceedings  any  thing  like  fedition  or  treaf(>n* 
He  wifhed  to  know  from  Minifters,  with  regard  to  a  letter  Mr.  Fwft 
had  been  ordered  to  draw  up  by  the  fociety,  if  they  were  in  poffcf- 
fion  of  the  original,  or  if  they  had  not  produced)  as  the  hand^writing 
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of  Mr.  Frofty  die  mutilated  extrzA  of  a  inutilated,  extra£^,  of  a 
mutilated  copy,  as  the  hand-writings  and  original  of  Mr.  Froft, 
which  he  denied  in  the  (Irongeft  terms  before  the  Privy  Coundl. 
He  full^  vindicated  his  own  condudl  with  regard  to  the  fociety  in 
all  its  proceedings. 

Mr.  DENT  faid,  that  from  what  lay  before  the  Houfe,  little 
doubt  could  now  be  entertained  of  the  reality  of  the  views  and  de« 
iigns  of  diofe  focieties.  Could  any  man  for  a  (ingle  moment  with- 
hold his  alTent  from  the  addrefs,  which  had  for  its  objoSt  the  fup* 
prefling  the  feeds  of  infurreiEliony  and  cruihing  it  in  its  birth.  Mr» 
Dent  here  read  a  letter  from  the  Correfponding  Society  of  London 
to  the  French  Convention^  and  then  appealed  to  the  good  fenfe  of 
gentlemen,  whether  or  not  they  found  it  incumbent  on  them  to  give 
their  full  and  needful  fupport  to  the  Conftitution  of  their  country, 
at  a  time  when  their  country  demanded  it.  Under  fuch  an  impref- 
fion  he  would,  he  faid^  fupport  it  to  the  extent  of  his  power  and 
ability,  and  give  his  decided  vote  for  the  addrefs. 

Mr.  LOVEDEIN  ftated,  that  he  was  confcious  very  improper 
proceedings  were  pra6dfed  by  the  London  Societies  and  their  emifTa- 
ries  ;  he  had  juft  come  from  a  diftant  part  of  the  country,  where 
there  was  a  c:unp ;  one  of  thofe  emiifarics,  who  had  been  diftribut* 
ing  very  improper  and  inflammatory  hand-bills,  faid  he  knew  very 
well  bow  for  he  could  go  without  being  in  danger,  for  he  had  been 
inftruAed  ;  and,  on  the  King's  birth-day,  faid,  it  wa^  the  laft  time 
they  would  have  to  drink  his  health  in  that  way,  and  Ihewing  a 
piece  of  coin,  faid,  (pointing  to  the  King's  head)  that  it  would  not 
long  be  there— he  had  been  a  waiter  at  the  Crown  and  Anchor. 

Mr.  THOMPSON  obferved,  that  his  being  a  waiter  at  die 
Crown  and  Anchor  did  npt  conned  him  with  the  Society  for  Con- 
Aitutional  Information.  It  was  to.be  recoiledted  that  Reeves's  Af- 
fociation  was  held  at  the  Crown  and  Anchor,  and  the  waiter  might 
as  juftly  be  connefled  with  it. 

Mr.  WARTON  faid,  he  would  not  withhold  his  fupport  from 
the  Conftitution  whenever  the  occafion  called  for  it.  In  the^prefent 
hour  he  thought  it,  ftood  in  need  of  that  fupport,  and  as  fuch  he 
would  mort  fincerely  give  it.  He  defended  the  principles  of  the 
Conftitutional  Society,,  to  which  he  faid  he  had  belonged,  as  long 
as  tkok  principles  were  founded  on  the  fpirit  of  freedom,  and  the 
good  order-  of  civil  fociety.  And  fuch  were  the  principles  which 
to  him  feemcd  to  aftuate  them  in  their  aggregate  body.  But  when 
he  had  heard  of  the  condudl  of  individuals  in  that  fociety,  who  led 
away,  firft  themfelves,  by  miftaken  views,  and  then  engaged  in 
plans  for  the  delufiqn  of  others,  he  could  not  but  reprobate,  in  the 
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higheft  degree,  the  fyAem  of  deftn^ion  which  was  levelled  at  the 
peace  and  order^  and  confequent  happinefs,  of  man.  He  entered 
into  a  juftification  of  his  condudt  with  regard  to  the  public  part  he 
had  taken  in  the  Conftitutional  Society,  at  which  time  he  conceived 
they  only  met  for  convivial  purpofes.  He  had  been  at  only  one 
meeting,  and  there  he  was  fure  nothing  wrong  nor  unconftitutional 
had  appeared  in  their  proceedings,  othcrwife  he  would  have  objected 
to  it  at  the  time.  In  juftice  to  many  individuals  who  belonged  to 
the  fociety,  he  defired  to  fay  diat  he  had  the  higheft  refpeft  for 
their  charadlers,  and  a  good  opinion  of  their  intentions  ;  but,  un- 
der all  the  fadls  which  now  appeared,,  he  was  led  to  take  that  part 
which  a  becoming  regard  to  the  Conftitution  of  his  country,  in  the 
hour  of  danger,  demanded ;  and,  therefore,^ he  concurred  in  the 
addrefs. 

The  queftion  was  then  put,  and  the  addrefs  carried  without  a 
ditifion. 

The  Houfe  adjourned  at  half  paft  eleven. 

-  Tuejdayy   I'jthyune. 

Sir  WATKIN  LEWES  brought  up  a  bill  to  regulate  the  Ml- 
litia  of  the  city  of  London ;  upon  which  a  converfaXion  arofc  be- 
tween him,  Mr.  Sheridan,  and  Alderman  Newnham,  when  it  was 
read  a  firft  time,  and  ordered  to  be  printed. 

Mr.  Chancellor  PITT  informed  the  Houfe,  that  as  the  motion 
of  which  he  had  given  notice  ycfterday  (for  thanks  to  the  Managers 
of  the  Impeachment  of  Mr.  Haftings),  was,  he  unexpedledly  found, 
likely  to  meet  with  oppofition,  he  woujd  poftpone  it  to  a  day  on 
which  there  might  be  a  fuller  Houfe,  and  fixed  on  Tburfday  next 
for  that  purpofe.— The  Houfe  adjourned. 

/  JVedneJday^    1 8 /A  yune. 

Mr.  Chanfcellor  PITT  reported,  that  he  had  carried  up  the  Ad- 
drefs to  His  Majefly  to  the  Lords.  The  Houfe  then  proceeded  to 
St.  Jatpes's,  accompanied  by  the  Lords,  with  the  Addrefs  to  the 
King. — Adjourned. 

Thurjdayy    K^thjune. 

At  four  o'clock,  there  not  being,  a  fufficient  number  of  M^ipbcrs 
to  make  a  Houfe,  the  Speaker  adjourned  till  to-morrow. 

Friday^  7,0th  yune. 

The  Houfe  in  a  Committee,  Mr.  Hobart  in  the  Chair,  went 
through  the  City  Militia  Bill,  and  made  fome  amendments. 
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Mr.  HOBART  prefented  the  Report,  which  was  received,  and 
the  (sver^l  amendments  agreed  to  by  the  Houfe. 

Upon  th^  queftion  that  this  bill,  with  the  amendments,  be  now 
engroflcd, 

Mr.  SHERIDAN  feid,  that  he  did  not  perceive  any  immediate 
ncceflity  for  hurrying  the  bill  through  the  Houfe  in  fuch  a  manner, 
as  not  even  to  give  the  citizens  of  London  time  to  confider  its  ef- 
fefts.  With  regard  to  the  particular  claufes  of  the  bill,  he  thought 
them  highly  objectionable,  and  fuch  as  the  preamble  did  not  Warrant, 
which  carried  on  the  very  face  of  the  proceeding,  fomething  like  de- 
ceit :  for  it  fet  fortfi,  that  there  were  fome  defedls  in  the  prefenC 
Militia  ;  and  in  order  to  remedy  fuch  defefts,  the  bill  entirely  de- 
ftroyed  the  ancient  conftitutional  force  of  the  city.  Their  prefent 
force  confided  of  9000  men,  which,  if  properly  managed,  would 
be  an  effedlual  proteftion  for  the  city ;  and  in  the  room  of  this 
force,  it  is  propofed,  that  there  fliould  be  fubftituted  two  regiments 
of  Militia,  which  were  to  be  under  the  control  of  the  King,  and 
at  the  influence  of  the  Crown,  confiding  but  of  600  men  each, 
which  did  t)ot  appear  to  him  to  be  gny  improvement  of  its  military 
force.  He  would  therefore  propofe,  that  the  farther  confideration 
fliould  be  deferred  to  Monday  next. 

Sir  JAMES  SANDERSON  faid,  that  all  poffible  means  were 
ufed  to  render  the  defence  of  the  city,  by  raifing  a  Militia  by  the 
former  law,  pradticable,  but  without  cfiedt ;  and  he  fiated,  that  ic 
was  the  fenfe  of  the  city  at  large,  as  well  as  his  own  firm  convic- 
tion, that  the  city  was  fafer  with  an  aftual  defence  of  fix  hundred 
difciplined  men,  than  they  could  be  with  the  armed  multitude  al- 
luded to  by  die  honourable  gentleman,  under  all  the  difadvantages  . 
and  difficulties  of  raifing  them  under  the  old  regulation,  if  they 
could  be  raifed  at  all,  which  he  thought  not  at  all  likely. 

Sir  WATKIN  LEWES  defended  the  meafure,  and  contended, 
that  the  old  force  of  the  city  was  of  no  ufe  whatever,  nor  ever  had 
been.  V, 

Alderman  CURTIS  followed  on  the  fame  ground* 
Mr.  FRANCIS  thought  the  meafure  an  unneceffary  one  ;  at  all 
events,  that  it  fliould  have  time  for  fair  confideration* 
'  Mr.  Alderman  ANDERSON  fupported  the  biU. 

Mr.  SHERIDAN  contended,  that  this  bill'was  nothing  lefs  than 
a  bill  of  pains  and  penalties  on  the  city  of  London,  for  their  refufal 
to  concur  in  the  plan  of  benevolence ;  he  thought  that  the  three 
worthy  Aldermen  who  reprefented  the  city,  and  made  fo  pufiUanii 
mous  a  furrender  of  its  rights,  would  not  have  the  honour  of  again 
being  appointed  the  guardians  of  Its  intcrefts  in  that  Houfe,  when 
Vol.  XXXVIU.  3H  ^^ 
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the  true  nature  and  force  of  the  bill  came  to  be  undcrftood.  He 
thought  this  meafurc  one  of  the  moft  daring  which  had  been  brought 
forward  daring  this  feffion,  and  was  a  continuation  of  the  fyftem  of 
Minifters  to  introduce  a  military  Government  into  this  country, 
in  place  of  its  natural  and  conftitutional  force.  He  was  furprifed  to 
hear  from  the  honourable  gentlemen,  that  the  prefent  military  was 
of  no  fervice,  nor  that  it  never  had  been :  he  had  forgot  the  fer- 
*  vices  they  rendered  the  country  in  the  times  of  Charles  I.  particu- 
larly at  the  fiege  of  Gloucefter ;  the  worthy  Alderman  (Sir  Watkin 
Lewes)  himfelf  was  alfo  a  great  military  Commander,  and  had  on 
a  former  occafion  received  thanks  for  his  condudl ;  to  be  fure  he 
cojld  not  compare  him  to  Prince  Cobouig,  or  the  late  King  of 
Pruflia  ;  and  it  was  true,  he  might  want  the  military  air  of  his  ho» 
nourable  friend  near  him  (Colonel  Cawthome)  but  he  might  ne- 
verthelefs  poffefs  talents  fufficient  to  improve  the  prefent  force  of 
the  city,  and  not  lend  his  hand  to  dcftroy  it. 

Mr.  DUNDAS  repelled  the  charge  againft  the  Adminiftration : 
he  dated  the  meafure  had  firft  originated  with  the  city,  who,  as  well 
as  the  other  parts  of  the  kingdom,  difcovered  the  advantage  a  fmall 
well-regulated  force  had  over  a  large  undifciplined  mafs.  If  the 
real  rights  of  the  citizens  of  London  were  invaded,  they  poffeffed 
fpirit  enough  to  affert  them,  and  did  not  require  the  voice  of  the 
hon3urable  gentleman  to  roufe  them  in  fuch  a  caufe.  • 

Mr.  Alderman  NEWNHAM  explained  to  the  Houfe,  that  the 
wh:)le  proceeding  was  with  the  concurrence  of  the  city,  and  that 
there  was  at  that  moment,  a  Committee  of  the  Common  Council 
in  the  gallery,  appointed  to  obferve  the  proceedings  of  •the  Houfc 
upon  the  bill. 

The  Houfe  then  divided.  Ayes  70— -Noes  I2» 

Mr.  Chancellor  PITT.  On  the  prefent  occafion,  I  meant  to 
have  confined  myfelf  to  a  fimple  motion  for  thanks  to  the  Managers 
of  the  Impeachment,  who  have  now  completed  their  tafk-  I  con- 
fidered  that,  having  difcharged  well  that  duty,  to  which  they  were 
appointed  by  this  Houfe,  they  were  at  leaft  entided  to  receive,  at 
the  conclufion  of  their  labours,  the  expreflions  of  its  gratitude. 
But,  underftanding  that  fome  oppofition  is  intended  to  be  made  to 
the  motion,  it  may  be  proper  for  md,  by  way  of  anticipation,  to 
confider  of  what  nature  this  oppofition  is  to  be,  what  are  the  mo- 
tives from  which  it  originates,  and  who  are  the  parties  from  which 
\t  proceeds*  And  what  I  would  firft  remark  is,  that  it  has  always 
been  cuftojmary  for  the  Houfe,  upon  occafions  of  this  fort,  to  return 
their  thanks  to  thofe  Members,  whom  they  appointed  as  Managers 
of  an  Impeachment:  this,  indeed,  was  the  only  reward  which  Acy 


I 


A.  1794.  DEBATES.  419 

had  in  their  power  to  bcftow.     The  qucftion,  then,  is,  whether 
there  is  any  thing  in  the  circumftances  in  this  Impeachmenti  which 
fliould  induce  the  vote  of  thanks,  fan6lioned  by  uniform  praftice, 
to  be  in  the  prefent  inftance  withheld  ?  By  voting  this  Impeachnienty 
the  majority  of  the  Houfe  (hewed  that  they  were  convinced  of  the 
importance  of  its  objeft,  to  evince  that  regions,  however  diibnt» 
were  equally  an  objedt  of  the  care  of  the  Government  of  thia  coun- 
try ;  and  that  it  was  their  determination  to  temper  even  the  princi- 
ples of  Oriental  defpotifm  with  the  maxims  of  the  Britilh  Conftitu- 
tion.     I  will  not  fay  that  this  Impeachment,  to  prevent  abufes  on 
the  part  of  thofe  intrufted  with  the  powers  of  Government  in  diflant 
regions,  is  more  important  than  thofe  Impeachments,  which  have 
been  at  different  times  inftituted  at  home  to  refift  the  pmgrefs  of  in- 
novation, and  arreft  the  ftridcs  of  arbitrary  power.     But  I  will  fay 
that  this  Houfe  never  appeared  in  a  more  dignified  chara<5tcr,  than 
in  the  prefent,  of  redrefling  the  injuries  even  of  the  moft  diftant  re- 
gions, and  difpenfing  equal  juftice  to  every  part  of  the  Britiih  do- 
minions.     When  I  conlider  the  magnitude  of  the  taflc  of  the  Ma- 
nagers appointed  by  this  Houfe,  and  the  extent  pf  their  labours,  the 
comprehenfive  mind,  and  the  patient  refearch,  which  they  were 
obliged  to  exercife,  and  the  extenfive  materials  to  which  their  atten-  * 
tion  was  ncceffarily  called,  I  ftlould  have  faid,  diat  fuch  a  tafk,  fo 
arduous  in  itfelf,  and  fo  difficult  in  its  execution,  afforded  a  fuffi- 
cicnt  excufe  for  any  errors  of  the  Managers,  if  any  fuch  had  oc- 
curred in  the  conduft  o{^  the  Impeachment,  but  could  not  furely 
afford  a  rea&n  why  an  approbation,  which  in  all  other  cafes  it  hacj 
been  cuftomary  to  beftow,  fhould,  in  the  prefent  inftance,  be  with- 
held from  their  labours.     No  ground  indeed  could  be  afligned  why 
approbation  (hould  be  withheld,  except  it  could  exprefsly  be  ftated, 
that  in  confequence  of  the  conduft  of  Managers  fome  failure  had 
taken  place,  either  in  the  general  refult,  or  in  fome  particular  paf- 
fage  of  the  Impeachment,  which  rendered  them  unworthy  of  the 
expreffion  of  their  applaufe  and  gratitude.     There  are  fome  who 
may  not  have  any  particular  ground  of  objedlion  to  the  conduft  of 
the  Impeachment,  who  yet  may  be  difpofcd  to  cenfure  the  immenfc 
length  to  which  it  has  been  carried.     To  fuch  I  would  fay,  that 
the  immenfe  length  of  the  Impeachment  merely  affords  a  prefump- 
tionagainft  the  Managers:   I  would  afk  them  whether  the  reafons 
of  this  length  to  the  proceedings  may  not  be  found,  if  they  .look  to 
the  nature  of  die  charges,  of  the  materials  to  be  examined,  of  the 
evidence  to  be  adduced  ?  Why,  indeed,  is  the  privilege  of  Impeach- 
ment fo  valuable,  bqt  becaufe  it  applies  to  objefts  beyond  the  fcopc 
of  common  Courts  of  Judicature,"  and  in  circumftances  which  could 

3  H  at 
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not  be  regulated  by  the  commom  modes  of  procedure.     The  objec- 
tions  then  arifing  from  die  length  of  the  Impeachment,  will  rather 
bp  found  to  conftitute  a  merit  on  the  part  of  the  Managers.     Bc- 
fides,  the  general  length  of  the  proceedings,  (^  far  as  the  Managers 
are  concerned,  muft  be  meafui;ed  not  by  the  duration  of  years,  but 
of  days  and  hours.    And  not  only  muft  this  mode  of  eftimating  the 
time  be  adopted,  but  it  muft  be  afked,  what  part  of  thefe  days  and 
hours  was  confumed  by  the  defehdant  ?  and  how  much  of  the  whole 
fpace  was  confumed  by  the  obftacles  oppofed  to  the  Managers*  in  the 
way  of  their  duty  ?— Whoever  looks  to  the  accurate  account  of  the 
caufes  of  the  delay  of  the  Impeachment  upon  your  table,   will  find 
that  fo  many  objections  were  ftarted  to  the  evidence,  and  that  thcfc 
fo  often  failed,  as  may  afford  fair  ground  to  conclude,  that  none  of 
the  evidence  brought  forward  was  irrelevant  or  improper.     From 
the  queftions  too,  which  in  the  courfe  of  the  proceedings  were  agi- 
tated, it  will  appear,  that  the  Managers  had  fometbing  more  to 
attend  to  than  even  the  care  of  the  Impeachment,  great  and  im- 
portant as  it  was  ^  they  had  to  difcufe  queftions  connected  with  th« 
rights  of  this  Houfe,  and  the  lifage  and  pradicc  of  Parliament, 
which  they  could  not  abandon  without  giving  up  their  duty,  and 
Shrinking  from  the  truft  repofed  in  them.     Upon  thefe  grounds,  I 
muft  Gonftder  the  length  of  time  whii^h  has  been  occupied  in  the 
Impeachment,  as  not  fornung  the  fmalleft  objedUon  to  the  condud 
of  the  Managers.     Is  any  one  prepared  to  ftate,  that  after  having 
looked  into  all  the  records,  which  they  muft  have  found  it  neceffary 
to  examine,  he  (hould  have  been  able  to  have  found  a  (horter  war 
of  conducting  the  bufinefs ;  I  muft  own,  that  fti  this  refpeft  I  (hould 
be  much  ntore  difpofed  to  reft  upon  the  difcretion  of  the  Managers, 
than  upon  the  liglit  and  curfory  deciik)n  of  any  individual.     But 
ibould  any  one  now  fuggeft  that  he  could  have  foynd  a  (horter  way 
of  managing  the  bufinefs,  the  objeflion,  I  muft  now  inform  him, 
comes  too  late.     It  would_  have  been  more  confiftent  with  that  re-  j 
gard  which  he  owed  to  the  dignity  of  the  Houfe,  that  be  (hould 
have  interfered  during  the  courfe  of  the  Impeachment,  for  the  pur- 
pofe  of  correfling  an  evil,  which,  in  order  to  be  remedied,  required 
only  to  be  pointed  out.     In  the  prefent  inftance,  if  I  can  fuppofe 
ftch  an  individual,  he  has  been  guilty  of  two  forts  of  injuftice,'  firft 
to  the  Defendant,  whofe  trial  he  has  protradled  ;  and  fecondly,  to 
the  Managers,  to  whom  his  filence  carried  the  air  of  approbation. 
Under  all  thefe  circumftances,  I  can  fee  no  poflTible  ground  of  ob- 
jection to  the  prefent  motipn  ;  thofe  who  were  of  opinion,  from  the 
beginning,  that  the  profecution  was  a  juft  and  neceffary  one,  can- 
not now  objedt  to  its  conclufion :  thofe  who  were  origijially  of  a 
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contrary  opimon^  and  adverfe  to  tht  inftituting  any  proceedings 
whatever,  I  appeal  to  their  candour,  whether,  being  in  a  minority 
throu^out,  they  ought  to  cxpe<S  the  Houfe  to  aft  in  the  fequel,  as 
they  wiflied  in  vain  to  perfuade  them  to  aft  at  the  commencement  ? 
Did  thc^  wifli  for  the  acquittal  of  Mr,  Haftings  f  That  was  an 
event  no  linger  in  their  hands,  but  refting  in  another  place  ;  how 
then  could  that  operate,  either  as  a  motive  or  reafon,  for  withhold- 
ing the  vote  of  thanks  ?   It  was  certainly  true,  that  fuch  gentlemen 
as  had  uniformly,  throughout  the  courfe  of  the  trial,  fliev^n  them- 
felves' adverfe  to  the  Managers,  could  not  add  any  thing  to  the  eclat 
of  the  Managers,  by  joining  in  the  vote  of  thanks :  on  the  contrary, 
their  diffent  would  prove  it  not  a  bufincfs  of  courfe,  but  rather  of 
difcrimination ;    ftill,  however,  I  cannot  help  exprefling  a  wi(h, 
that  on  this,  as  on  another  occafion,  hereafter  to  be  fubmitted,  (the 
vote  of  thanks  to  Lord  Hood)  the  vote  of  thanks  may  be  unani- 
,  n)ous.     The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  concluded  with  moving. 
That  the  thanks  of  that  Houfe  be  given  to  the  Managers,  appointed 
by  them,  to  conduft  the  profecution  againft  Warren  Haftings,  Efq. 
for  their  faithful  management  in  the  difcharge  of  the  important  truft 
repofed  in  them. 

Mr.  DUNDAS  feconded  the  motion. 

Mr.  SUMNER  faid,  he  could  not  avoid  exprefling  his  furprife, 
that  a  motion  fuch  as  that  he  had  juft  heard  read,  fhould  be  confi- 
dered  as  a  matter  of  cOurfe.  He  faid,  that  he  rofc  with  confider- 
able  diffidence  to  oppofe  a  motion  which  had  been  made  by  the  right 
honourable  gentleman,  with  whom  it  was  generally  his  goood  for- 
tune to  agree.  ^  The  right  honourable  gentleman  had  fupported  the 
motion  with  all  his  talents  and  with  all  his  influence,  but  he  muft 
add,  he  had  not  difplayed  any  great  degree  of  candpur.  in  the  courfe 
of  his  fpeech,  when  he  prefuppofed  the  objcftions  which  would  be 
made  from  a  certain  defcription  of  gentlemen  in  that  Houfe,  one  of 
whom  he  had  infinite  pride  and  plcafure  in  declaring  himfelf  to  be. 
Mr.  Sumner  faid,  he  was  happy  to  avow  himfelf  a  very  great  ad-^ 
xnirer  of  Mr.  Haftings ;  that  he  looked  up  to  him  with  every  fenti- 
ment  of  re^rd  and  affeftion ;  but  his  objeftions  to  the  prefent  mo- 
tion arofe  from  circumftances  utterly  independent  of  Mr.  Haftings. 
The  right  honourable  gentleman  had  faid,  that  Mr.  Haftings  could 
not  in  any  fliape  be  afFefted  now  by  any  motion  that  could  be  made 
in  this  Houfe ;  that  the  decifion  was  before  a  competent  Court, 
which  could  only  determine  by  evidence.  Admitting  this  to  be  the 
.  faft,  as  he  did,  ftill  a  vote  of  thanks  was,  in  a  certain  ^  degree,  a 
Vote  of ' approbation  of  the  Managers'  conduft.  Surely  the  period 
was  too  flxort  for  the  Houfe  to  deternrane  upon  the  conduft  of  their 
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Managers.  Seven  years  had  the  trial  lafted,  and  it  had  been  at- 
tended'widi  circumftances  new  and  moft  extraordinary.  It  was 
true,  that  on  former  occafions  thanks  had  been  voted,  and  as  the 
Speaker,  had  informed  him  from  the  chair,  before  the  judgment  was 
pronounced,  but  certainly  not  until  the  verdift  was  known.  In  this 
inftance  the  thanks  would  be  voted  many  months  before  the  judg- 
mei\t ;  and  though  any  thing  that  could  be  conftrued  into  an  appro- 
bation of  the  Commons,  would  not  afFeft  the  judgment,  there  was 
an  indecency  in  the  proceedings  which  led  him  to  oppofe  it  in  the 
firft  inftance  by  the  previous  queftion.  Mf.  Sumner  (aid,  that  if 
the  time  were  not  improper,  he  certainly  would  not  oppofe  a  vote  of 
thanks  to  the  Managers,  one  excepted,  who  had  faithfully  difcharged 
the  truft  impofed  on  them,  by  fupporting  the  fpecific  charges  voted 
by  the  laft  Houfe  of  Commons.  Mr.  Sumner  faid,  that  he  retajned 
the  fame  opinion  which  he  had  fo  often  profeffed  of  the  charges, 
which  he  thought  to  be  ill  founded ;  but  it  was  the  duty  of  the  Ma- 
nagers  to  fupport  them,  and  he  never  would  be  fo  illiberal  as  to  ob- 
jeft  to  their  receiving  the  thanks  of  that  Houfe  at  a  proper  time, 
provided  they  could  be  given  without  their  beftowing  their  thanks  at 
the  fame  time  on  the  leading  Manager,  who,  he  contended,  had 
by  his  conduft  difgraced  and  degraded  the  Houfe  of  Commons,  and 
had  dared,  in  their  name,  to  vilify  every  gentleman  who  had  had 
the  honour  and  goodibrtune  to  ferve  his  country  in  India;  including 
in  his  abufe,  all  their  connections  of  every  defcription,  and  apply- 
ing the  odious  epithet  gang  to  this  body  of  men.  The  Speaker  call- 
ing out  order,  Mr.  Sumner  faid,  that  if  he  could  find  more  mea- 
fured  expreflions  to  convey  to  the  Houfe  his  fenfe  of  the  mifconduS 
of  Mr.  Burke,  and  of  the  difgracc  he  had  brought  upon  the  Houfe, 
he  would  ufe  them ;  but  he  would  proceed  to  explain  of  what  nature 
the  Manager's  condu6i:  had  been,  in  the  hope  that  it  would  be  as 
much  reprobated  by  the  Houfe,  as  he  knew  it  was  by  all  defcriptions 
of  perfons  out  of  doors.  The  fefls  that  he  (hould  detail,  the 
Members  in  general  were  ignorant  of,  for  very  few  indeed  had  at- 
tended ;  and  of  all  Members  of  the  Houfe,  the  right  honourable 
geotleman  below  him  was  the  laft  man  who  was  competent  to  decide 
on  the  conduft  of  the  Managers,  his  various  avocations  making  his 
abfencc  from  the  trial  an  z&  of  neceffity.  He  had  too  high  an  opi- 
nion oftheMinifter  to  think  it  poffiblc  for  him 'to  have  made  die 
motion  before  them,  had  he  ever  heard  the  leading  Manager  in 
Weftminfter  Hall.  Mr.  Sumrierfaid,  in  the  light  he  viewed  a  vote 
of  thanks,  he  could  not  poffibly  affent  to  it.  Did  the  Houfe  know 
that  Mr.  Burke  bad  folemnly  affirmed,  that  Captain  Williams  had 
murdered  Raja  Muftapha  Cawn  with  his  own  hands  ?  He  would 
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afk,  what  authprity  had  the  Houfe  g^ven  to  Mr.  Buricc  to  make 
fuch  a  charge  ?  Was  it  decent  or  honourable  in  the  Houf^  to  fufler 
fuch  language  to  be  uttered  againll  any  gentleman,  and  yet  deny  to 
him  the  means  of  defending  himfelf  ?  All  that  man  could  do  was 
done  by  Captain  Williams  to  bring  this  outrageous  calumny  to  a 
lair  trial  \  he  petitioned  the  Houfe  u^xhi  it  five  years  ago,  the  Houfe 
would  not  bring  a  charge  that  he  could  reply  to ;  and  is  the  Mana- 
ger to  receive  thanks  for  daring  to  chaise  an  £ngli(h  gentleman 
with  murder  in  a  fpeech,  and  there  to  leave  it?   Is  this  Britiih  juf- 
tice !  The  laft  Houfe  voted  twenty  articles  of  impeachment  againft 
Mr.  Haftings;  three  were  gone  through  in  the  laft  Parliament; 
Benares,  the  Begum,  and  the  Prefents.     This  Houfe,  by  a  formal 
vote,  precluded  the  Managers  from  going  into  any  other  articles  ex- 
cept the  Contrads ;  and  the  profecution  was  finally  clofed  in  the  firft 
feflfipn  of  this  Parliament.     Does  the  Houfe  know,  that  in  contempt 
and  defiance  of  this  refolution,  the  Manager  infifted  on  his  right  to 
go  into  the  other  articles,  and  exprefsly  told  the  Lords,  that  the 
Commons  had  not  abandoned  them,  nor  ever  would  abandon  any 
one  of  them  ?  Will  the  Houfe  thank  the  Manager  for  this  contempt 
of  their  authority  ?   Does  the  Houfe  know,  that  the  language  ufed 
by  the  leading  Manager  to  the  Court  was  in  the  higheft  degree  dif- 
graceful  ?    That  he  had  the  prefumption  to  tell  the  Court,  whether 
with  a  view  to  intimidation,  or  from  the  wildernefs  of  the  moment, 
that  the  Commons  had  not  only  profecuted,  but  they  had  found 
Mr.   Haftings  guilty  when  they  impeached  him ;  that  the  Lords 
could  not  acquit  him  without  proving  the  Legiflature  a  liar  !      Is 
fuch  language  to  be  borne?  Is  this  Britifti  juftice?  Will  an  Englifti 
Houfe  of  Commons  approve  of  fuch  fentiments?  What  is  a  folenm 
trial  by  impeachment  but  a  mockery,  a  farce,  if  fuch  language  is 
not  fcouted  by  every  man  who  hears  it?  The  leading  Manager  find- 
ing the  general  fentiments  of  gentlemen  who  have  ferved  in  India  to 
be  ftrongly  in.  favour  of  Mr.  Haftings,  and,  in  order  to  invalidate 
the  teftimony  of  the  wltnelTes,  has  attempted  to  blacken  and  to 
blaft  the  character  of  every  gentleman  who  has  breathed  the  air  of 
Afia.      Was  this  univerfal  abufe  neceffary  in  order  to  convid:  Mr. 
Haftings?  Is  the  charadlcr  and  fame  of  every  man  to  be  torn,  in 
pieces  without  a  hearing?   Is  this  to  be  done  by  the  authority  of 
the  Houfe  of  Commons  ?  Are  they  prepared  to  adopt  at  once  the 
extravagant  and  indecorus  fubftitution  of  the  flang  of  Billingfgate 
for  the  ftrong  energetic  language  of  truth  and  juftice?  Will  they 
confer  on  Mr.  Haftings,  by  this  vote,  the  minor  titles  of  (windier, 
thief,  rogue,  (harper,  cheat ;  or  the  more  daring  defcriptions,  ty- 
rant, opprcffor,  and  murderer?  "  I  charge  him,"  faid  theMana- 
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g^,  ''  as  a  tyrant,  opprefloTy  and  murderer  in  the  laigeft  fenfe  of 
"  the  word."     Docs  the  Houfe  know,  that  though  Mr.   Burke 
was  reprimanded  for  accufing  Mr.,Haftings  of  murder,  he  repeated 
die  charge  on  the  very  next  day,  and  again  repeated  it  a  few  days 
ago,  as  he  fays  hitpfelf,  in  the  largeft  fenfe  of  the  word  ?   Inftead 
of  thanks,  does  he  not  deferve  the  rcfentment  and  the  reprobation 
of  the  Houfe  ?  Has  the  Houfe  ever  chaiged  Mr.  Haftings  with 
murder?  On  the  contrary,  has  it  not  reprimanded  the  Manager  for 
ufing  fuch  foul  language  ?  In  his  laft  and  clofing  fpeech  he  has  dared 
to  fay,  that  he' charged  Mr.  Haftings  with  murder  in  the  largeft 
fenfe  of  the  word,  and  this  at  a  period  when  he  could  make  no  new 
charge  of  any  kind  without  a  pofitive  difobcdience  of  the  Orders  of 
the  Houfe.     Shall  we  return  hint  thanks  for  abufing  fo  grofsly  the 
confidence  which  the  Houfe  repofcd  in  Him  ?  Did  the  Houfe  mean 
to  impeach  every  man  who  had  ferved  his  country  in  India  when 
Aey  put  Mr.  Haftings  on  his  trial?  The  violence  of  the*  Manager 
had  fpared  neither  the  dead  nor  the  living.     Hear,  faid  Mr.  Sum- 
ner, what  he  fays  in  his  clofing  fpeech:  "  This  cruel  tyrant,  Han- 
"  nay,  a  fubftitute  for  a  ftill  more  cruel  and  bloody  tyrant,  Warren 
**  Haftings.     Haftings  fays  to  Hannay,  you  have  fucked  blood 
"  enough  for  yourfelf,  now  fuck  blood  for  your  neighbours."    Does 
this  Houfe  authorife  fuch  language  ^  Colonel  Hannay  is  dead,    l^o 
part  of  his  conduct  is  implicated  in  the  articles  on  which  the  caufe 
refts.   .  Speaking  of  another  gentleman,  the  Manager  fays,   **  This 
"  Balfour,  the  writer  of  this  extraordinary  letter,  one  of  the  mili- 
"  tary  farmers-general  employed  under  Hannay  in  defolating  the 
"  country."     Is  fuch  language  to  be  countenanced  or  endured? 
What  is  there  in  the  charge  that  applies  in  the  fmalleft  degree  to 
Major  Balfour?  Speaking  of  Major  Oftx)rne,  the  Manager  faid 
"  Major  Oft)orne  had  been  difmiifed.     A  Court-Martial  rc;rioved 
"  him  (juftly  or  unjuftly  I  care  not)  from  his  fituation.     There 
"  he  fits  in  that  box.     Who  fent  him  to  Oude,  to  fuck  die  blood 
"  the  military  had  fpared?"  What  is  there,  faid  Mr.  Sumner,  in 
the  articles  on  which  the  Commons  reft  their  cafe  that  applies  to 
Major  Ofborne?  The  Houfe  is  degraded  and  difgraced  by  the  mif- . 
condu<S  of  the  Manager.       *'  His  fup^le,  worn-down,  beaten, 
••  cowed,  and  I  am  afraid,  bribed,  colleague,  Mr.  Wheler."     Is 
this  juftifiable  language  to  be  applied  to  a  man  who  is  no  more, 
when  there  is  no  evidence  that  can  warrant  fuch  an  infinuation?  In 
any  ftage  of  the  trial,  faid  Mr.  •Sumner,  fuch  language  would  be 
ht^y  improper ;  but  in  the  laft  ftage  of  it,  after  evidence  was  dofed 
on  both  fides,  to  make  fuch  remarks  was  in  fafl  to  betray  the  caufc 
cntrufted^  to  him ;  for  he  excited  no  fentiments  but  thofe  of  indig- 
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nation  and  contempt,  either  in  the  Court  or  in  the  audience,  by  fuch 
general  and  illiberal  abufe.  In  the  fame  indecent  terms  that  the 
Manager  had  mentioned  every  gentleman  almoft  who  had  given  evi- 
dence on  the  trial,  did  he  addrefs  the  Court.  Docs  the  Houfe 
kno^v,  that  in  offering  a  piece  of  evidence  which  the  Court  unani- 
moully  rejedied,  "the  Manager  told  them  that  he  was  addrcfling  an 
Affembly  of  Nobles,-  that  they  would  nQt  do  fo  foul  a  thing  as  to 
rejedl  the  evidence  he  offered ;  for  if  they  did,  they  would  adl  like 
thieves  in  a  night  cellar  ?  Mr.  Sumner  faid,  he  could  continue  to 
quote  paffages  from  the  laft  fpeech  of  the  Manager  fo  very  offenfivc 
to  decency,  fo  degrading  to  the  charadler  of  the  Houfe  of  Commons, 
as  would  (hock  the  ears  of  every  gentleman  who  reflected,  that  as  a 
Meniber  he  (hared  in  the  difgrace  brought  upon  them  all  by  the 
Manager;  but  he  trufted  he  had  laid  fuflicient  grounds  for  the  mo- 
tion which  he  meant  to  conclude  with,  and  would  therefore  move 
the  previous  queftion. 

Mr.  WIGLEY  faid,  he  rofe  to  fecond  the  motion,  and  very 
fully  concurred  in  all  the  obfervatlons  of  his  honourable*  frienji. 
But  there^was  another  reafon  which  alfo  weighed  moft  forcibly  with 
him ;  the  Houfe  was  fehfible  of  the  clamour  which  had  been  raifed 
out  of  doors,  and  juftly  raifed  on  account  of  the  unprecedented  du- 
ration of  this  trial.  The  Houfe  felt  it,  and  had'  ordered  a  Com- 
mittee to  report  the  caufes  of  the  duration  of  it.  The  Houfe  had 
good  rcafons,  he  prefumed,  though  they  did  not  occur  to  him,  for 
appointing  the  Managers  to  be  the  Members  of  tliat^  Committee. 
It  ftruck  him,  that  they  were  made  Judges  in  their  own  caufe,  for 
the  fault  muft  be  with  the  Managers,  thp  counfel  of  Mr.  Haftings, 
or  the  Lords.  In  the  clofe  of  that  Report  another  was  promifcd ; 
was  it  decent  to  thank  the  Managers  before  any  motion  was  even 
made  upon  the  firft,  or  bcforq  die  fecond  Report,  though  promifed 
fp  long  ago,  was  delivered  ?  No  precedent  of  former  dianks  applied 
in  any  degree  to  diis  cafe*  The  trial  had  lafted  feven  years,  and 
would  not  be  finally  terminated  until  the  next  feffion.  Let  gentle- 
men confider  the  nature  of  'their  Managers'  conduft  before  they 
came  forward  with  a  vote  of  approbation.  If  the  trial  had  been 
finiflied  in  the  firft  year,  the  Houfe  would  have  been  competent  to  . 
form  an  opinion  ;  but  the  Members  had  deferted  the  Hall ;  and  even 
of  the  Managers,  very  few  had  lately  attended.  At  all  events,  Mr. 
Wigley  conceived  the  prefent  to  be  a  very  improper  time  to  vote 
thanks  to  the  Managers.    ; 

Mr.  ROBINSON  faid,  he  had  been  prefent  in  Wcftminftcr 
Hall  when  the  leading  Manager  had,  in  his  opinion,  treated  the 
Court  with  very  great  indecency.    The  fecurity  of  the  Conftitution 
Vol.  XXXVlil.  3  I 
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depended  tipon  each  branch  of  the  Legiflaturc  being  kept  pcrfcftly 
diftinft,  and  on  its  being  treated  with  every  degree  of  refpeft.  As 
the  leading  Manager  had  not  aded  towards  th&  Court  in  a  manner 
that  became  him  to  a<a,  he  (hould  certainly  oppofc  his  receiving  the 
thanks  of  the  Houfe. 

Mr.  WINDHAM  faid,  that  although  at  firft  intending  not  to 
fpeak,  as  being  in  fome  degree  a  party  in  the  queftion,  yet  he  felt 
himfelf  relieved  from  this,  by  tlic  diftinftion  taken  between  Mr. 
Burke. and  the  other  Managers ;  although  he  was  convinced  there 
was  not  one  of  them  but  would  be  proud  to  be  conne^ed  with  him 
in  the  feme  and  honour  of  the  tranfaftion.  Declaring  himfelf  as 
competent  to  decide  upon  what  had  paffed  at  the  trial  as  any  other 
perfon  whatever,  from  his  conftant  attendance,  he  affirmed,  that  in 
every  inftance  quoted  by  the  Member  who  oppofed  the  motion,  he 
had  been  completely  miftakcn ;  in  many  inftances  attributing  to 
Mr.  Burke  words  never  uttered  by  him,  and  in  others  the  cxpref- 
fions  were  fo  garbled  as  not  to  be  underftood.  He,  for  one,  had 
never  conceived,^  that  in  fpeaking  upon  what  the  Managers  looked 
upon  to  be  crimes  of  the  decpeft  dye,  they  were  to  obfervc  the 
courtly  language  of  a  drawing-room. 

Mr.  FRANCIS  faid,  that  his  intention  in  addreffing  the  Houfe 
on  the  prefent  occafion,  was  to  give  his  teftimony  as  a  witnefs  to 
certain  points  of  fa<3.  That  having  attended  the  trial  with  the 
greateft  diligence,  and  more  conftantly,  he  believed,  than  any  other 
Member  of  the  Houfe,  he  was  at  Icaft  a  competent  witnefs  upon 
every  thing  that  paffed,  and  that  he  did  not  mean  to  affume  any 
»othcr  charader  in  this  debate.  That,  without  queftioning  the  ho- 
nourable gentleman's  veracity,  he  did  and  muft  difpute  the  exadncfs 
of  his  rccolleftiort  on  many  points ;  and  that  even  the  honourable 
gentleman  himfelf  had  not  trufted  entirely  to  his  own  memory, 
having  been  obliged  to  refrefh  it  by  recurring  to  a  newfpapcr,  to 
which.  Mr.  Francis  well  knew  that  no  confidence  ought  to  be  given. 
That  he  thought  the  honourable  gentleman  had  greatly  overftated, 
and  given  a  very  harfh  and  (trained  conftruftion,  in  every  inftance, 
to  the  language  ufed  in  the  pleadings  by  his  right  honourable  friend; 
but  that,  in  fome  very  material  particulars,  he  took  upon  him  to 
affirm,  that  the  honourable  gentleman  had  been  grofsly  miftaken  or 
-mifinformed.  For  example,  the  expreffion  of  Spider  of  Hell  was 
never  applied  by  his  right  honourable  friend  to  Mr.  Haftings;  it 
was  a  quotation  from  a  fpecch  of  Sir  Edward  Coke  againft  Sir 
Walter  Raleigh,  and  Mr.  Burke,  when  he  mentioned  it,  had 
fpoken  of  it  as  a  weak  and  foolifh  expreffion ;  that  the  wor  s,  a 
Judge  of  Hell,  were  nothing  but  a  quotation  from  Virgil, 
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«  • 

Cafligaique  auditque  dolos,  Jubigitque  faterif 

VfKvch.  the  honourable  gentleman  had  thought  fit  to  tranflate  into 
very  vulgar  Englifh,  and  then  fixed  his  own  Englifh  words  upon 
Mr.  Burke.     There  was  another  inftance,  more  material  than  all 
the  reft,  on  which  he  could  aver  with  pofitive  certainty,  and  would 
be  ready  to  do  fo  in  a  Court  of  Juftice,  if  it  were  neceffary,  on 
which  die  honourable  gentleman  was  nrraft  completely  miftaken, 
namely,    when  he  afferted  that  his^  right  honourable  friend  had 
treated  a  vote  of  this  Houfe  (in  which  fome  expreflion  he  had  ufed 
relative  to  Sir  Elijah  Impey  had  been  difavoWed  and  difapproved 
of)    -with  levity  and  difrcfpcft.      This  charge^  Mr.  Francis  af- 
firmed, was  not  true,  and  that  there  was  not  the  fmalleft  ground 
or  pretence  for  it : '  that,  on  the  contrary,  when  his  right  honour- 
able friend  mentioned  this  vote  in  Weftminfter  Hall,  he  did  it  in 
terms  of  the  greateft  deference  and  refpcdt,  and  with  a  moft  fingu- 
lar  choice  and  propriety  of  language ;  for  the  truth  of  which  Mr, 
Francis  appealed  to  Mr.  Fox.     Mr.   Francis  then  obferved,  that 
gentlemen  who  laid  fuch  mighty  ftrefs  on  cafual  expreffions,  or 
other  little  circumftances  not  effential  to  the  condudl  of  fo  heavy  and 
io  laborious  a  bufinefs  as  the  impeachment,  fhould  have  been  parti- 
cularly cautious  in  ftating  the  fa<3s  with  the  utmoft  accuracy ;  and 
finally,  that  even  if  it  had  been  true,  that  any  inconfiderate  or  even 
pafBonate  expreflion  had  efcaped  any  of  the  Managers,  which  he 
was  far  from  .admitting,  it  would  be  no  objeftion  to  the  vote  of 
thanks  now  propofcd.     That  this  vote  exprefled  nothing  but  to 
thank  the  Manager*  for  their  faithful  management  in  their  difcharge 
of  the  truft  repofed  in  them,  aqd  neither  did  nor  could  be  fuppofed 
to  bind  the  Houfe  to  adopt  every  individual  word  ufed  by  the  Mana- 
^rs  in  their  pleadings ;  and  that  therefore,  unlefs  it  could  be  ftated 
and  proved,  that  their  management  had  been  unfaithful,  which  had 
not  been  attempted,  nor  even  pretended,  the  Houfe  could  not  juftly 
refafe  their  affcnt  to  the  refolution  as  it  flood  propofcd. 

Mr.  FOX,  contrary  to  his  intention,  found  himfelf  obliged  to 
fay  a  few  words.  He  diiclaimed  all  feparation  between  the  reft  of 
die  Managers,  and  the  right  honpurable  Member,  fo  eminently 
qualified,  not  only  by  nature,  but  likewife  by  his  particular  ftudy 
and  attention,  to  be,  as  he  was  termed,  their  leader  in  tl^is  bufinefs, 
and  with  whom  it  was  their  boaft  and  glory  to  be  identified.  As  to 
the  imputation  of  ufing  harih  terms,  he  did  not  conceive,  that  the 
Managers  were  chofcn  for  their  capabilities  in  courtly  phrafes ;  and 
^s  to  perfifling  to  thirtk  the  fate  of  Nundcomar  a  murder,  if  there 
'was  any  blame  in  it,  it  was  his,  for  it  w^s  he,  and  not  Mr.  Burke, 
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who  had  fo  cxprcffed  himfelf  before  the  Lords,  fubfequent  to  the 
cenfure  paffed  upon  Mr.  Burke  by,  the  Houfe ,  and  he  was  yet  to 
learn,  fiow  any  vote  of  that,  or  any  other  Houfe,  however  it 
might  control  his  words  or  adlions,  was  to  fha9kle  his  thoughts  or 
opinions. 

Mr.  LAW  rofe  after  Mr.  Fox,  and  faid,  that  it  was  unnecef- 
fary  for  him  to  fay  mu^h  more  than  to  confirm  the  ftatcment  of  his 
two  honourable  friends,  Mr.  Sumner  and  Mr.  Wigley,  which  he 
did  moft  completely ;  nor  could  he  fupprefs  his  furprife  and  aftonifli- 
ment  iit  the  condudi  of  gentlemen  of  charadler,  whofe  talents  he 
revered,  in  attempting  to  excufe  the  leading  Manager,  by  aflerting 
that,  in  fome  inftances,  his  expreffxons  had  been  mifreprefcnted. 
Mr.  ]yaw  folemnly  affirmed  that  they  were  not ;  that  the  Englifh 
language  did  not  afford  expreffions  more  grofs,  violent,  abufive,  and 
indecent  than  thofe  which  the  Manager  had  ufed.      If  arty  paffage 
In  his  fpeech  could  be  called  fublime  and  beautiful,  it  was  at  beft 
but  fublime  and  beautiful  nonfenfe ;  at  other  times  his  expreffions 
.were  fo  vulgar  and  illiberal,  that  the  lowed  blackguard  in  a  bear- 
garden  would  have  been  a(hamed  to  utter  them.     He  was  indeed 
furprifed  that  a  right  honourable  gentleman  (Mr.  Fox)  fhould  ton- 
defcend  to  mix  his  charafter  with  that  of  the  leading  Manager. 
Mr.  Law  faid,  he  had  been  a  very  conftant  attendant  upon  the 
trial,  and  he  had  often  feen  the  right  honourable  gentleman  exert 
his  great  abilities  in  fupport  of  the  caufe  affigned  to  -him,  and  a^ 
often  excited  in  order  to  corrcdl  the  follies,  and  the  intemperance 
of  the  leading  Manager.     Whatever  his  abilities  might  be,  he  was 
totally  unfit  to  conduct  a  public  trial.     His  violence,  his  paffion, 
and  his  obftinacy  were  unconquerable  ;  and  as  for  his  fuppofed  in- 
formation, he  was  really  aflonifti^d  that  a  man  who  had  been  tsrenty- 
two  years  employed  in  Indian  inquiries  fhould  ftill  be  fo  very  igno- 
rant of  India.     His  prejudices  had  totally  warped  his  judgenjent. 
The  feeling  of  the  public,  Mr.  Law  faid,  would  not,  and  could  not 
be  changed  by  a  vote  pf  that  Houfe.    Many  ^houfand  perfons  of  both 
fexes  had  heard  the  clofing  fpeech  of  the  right  honourable  Manager, 
which  had  lafted  nine  days.    His  expreffions  could  not  be  miftaken; 
and  he  was  confident  that  if  the  minutes  of  the  fhort-hand  writers 
were  called  for,  it  would  appear,  that  the  terms  he  ufed,  inftead  of 
being  lefs,  were  more  illiberal,  outrageous,  and  offenfive,  than  his 
honourable  friends  had  repjrefented  them  to  be.     They  were  uni- 
yerfajly  reprobated  from  the  firft  charadters  among  the  numerous  au- 
dience that  had  heard  them,  down  to  the  meffengers,  door-keepers, 
and  guards.      In  that  Houfe,  Mr.  Law  faid,  gentlemen  would  not 
fpeak  out  5  but  he  knew  that  they  condemned  the  conduct  of  the 
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leading  Mans^er  as  much  as  he  did ;  but  obferved,  that, he  was 
not  to  be  controlcd,  and  that  oppofition  only  made  him  the  niore 
violent.     Mr.  Law  faid,  the  Manager  had  treated  the  Court  as  ill 
as  he  had  done  Mr.  Haftings.    To  the  truth  of  the  various  quota- 
tions, one  excepted,  which  was  of  an  old  date,  he  bore  the  fuUefl 
teftimony.     The  expreffions  were  ufed  this  year,  and  all  of  them 
witlvin  a  month.    The  context  in  no  inftatice  could  take  away  from 
the  groflhefs  or  illiberality  of  the  expreffions.     It  was  difgraceful  to 
the  Houfe,  and  fcandalous  to  the  caufe  of  juftice,  that  the  moft  atro- 
cious libels  (hould  be  uttered  againft  gentlemen  whofe  condudl  was 
not  in  quedion,  and  who,  confequently,  could  not  defend  themfelves. 
Amongft  the  gentlemen  with  whofe  charadters  the  Manager  had 
mad^  fo  free,  there  was  one  very  old  and  intimate  friend  of  his 
own.  Major  Oft)orne,  a  gentleman  of  as  fair  and  honourable  a 
chara^fler  as  any  in  England,  and  a  man  who  knew  how  to  defend 
himfelf.     It  was  highly  unjuft  in  the  Houfe,  and  highly  impolitic, 
to  afford  their  fandion,  in  the  flighteft  degree,  to  any  of  the  abo- 
minable calumnies  that  were  uttesed.     It  involved  them  in  injuf- 
tice,  inconfiftency,  and  abfurdity.     It  degraded  the  national  cha- 
raflrer  moft  unjuftly  throughout  Europe.     Barrere,  in  the  National 
Convention,  had  the  other  day  detailed  as  fadl,  an  infamous  falfe- 
hood,  which  party  malice  had  invented  many  years  ago ; — he  meant 
the  accufatipn,  that  the  Englifh  were  the  authors  of  the  dreadful 
famine  that  raged  fo  fatally  in  Bengal  in  the  year  1770.     At  that 
time,  Mr.  Law  faid,  he  was  in  Bengal,  tod  he  affirmed  moft  fo- 
lemnly,  that  every  exertion  was  made  by  the  Britiih  Government 
to  Iclfcn  the  (hocking  miferies  which  the  people  fuftained,  not  from 
any  mifmajiagement  of  the  Government,  which  was  then  in  the 
hands  of  Mahomed  Rexa  Cawn,  but  from  a  failure  in  the  periodical 
rains  ;  that  every  civil  fervant  of  the  Company,  every  Britifh  offi- 
cer at  every  military  ftation,  and  every  Englifhman  throughout  Ben- 
gal, exerted  himfelf  to  alleviate  the  diftreffes  of  the  people.     The 
moft  liberal  fubfcriptions  were  entered  into,  and  every  perfonal  ex- 
ertion ufed,  to  procure  grain  wherever  it  could  be  found  ;  yet  fome 
modem  hiftorians  had  reprefented  the  Englifh  as  the  caufe  of  that 
famine^  and  as  infenfible  of  the  miferies  it  brought  upon  the  people. 
In  the  fame  ftyle  did  the  leading  Manager,  in  the  firft  year  of  this 
trial,  introduce  a  ftory,  which  refounded  through  Europe^  to  the 
difgracc  and  fcandal  of  this  nation ;  he  meant  the  ftory  of  Deby 
Sing.     Mr.  Law  faid,  that  on  its  being  told,  he  had  affirmed  that 
it  could  not  be  true.     He  knew  that  cruelty  was  no  part  of  an 
Englifhman 's  charadter  in  any  country,  and  as  little  fo  in  India  ^ 
any  part  of  the  world.     This  juftice,  he  was  fure,  the  noble  Mar- 
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quis  would  d(t  to  his  countrymen ;  for  he  was  too  high  and  too 
honourable  a  charader  to  conceal  the  truth,  becaufe  men  of  great 
confideration  in  this  country  had  been  mifled.  The  noble  Marquis 
had  fhewn  himfelf  to  be  fuperior  to  thofe  follies  and  prejudices 
which  had  diftinguiftied  fo  many  perfons  in  England. 

The  leading  Manager  had  implicated  a  very  intimate  friend  of 
his  in  the  ftory  of  Deby  Sing ;  he  mearjt  Sir  John  Shore,  whom  the 
Minifter  had  feledled  to  govern  Bengal.  He  had  defcribed  that 
gentleman  as  an  accomplice  in  the  crimes  of  Mr.  Haftings,  and  had 
gone  fo  far  in  folly  as  to  remonftrate  to  the  Diredors  on  their  ap- 
pointing him  Governor-General  of  Bengal.  Mr.  Law  faid,  that 
when  he  heard  the  Manager  tell  this  ftory  with  fo  much  confidence 
in  Weftmihfter  Hall,  he  was  fure,  from  his  own  knowledge  of  the 
country,  that  this  ftory  could  not  be  true ;  but  his  regard  for  Sir 
John  Shore,  and  his  zeal  for  the  honour  of  his  country,  induced 
him  to  fift  the  bufinefe  to  the  bottom.  He  went  moft  carefully  and 
attentively  through  all  thofe  volumes  which  the  Manager  had  in  his 
poffeflion  alfo,  and  he  boldly  challenged  the  moft  inventive  malice 
of  the  moft  malicious  man  that  ever  exifted  to  affix  blame  either 
upon  Mr.  Haftings,  or  Sir  John  Shore,  for  any  concern  they  had 
in  that  tranfaflion.  The  fadt  was  ftiortly  this ;  a  ^iftri^S  was  rented 
for  two  years  to  a  man  of  the  name  of  Deby  Sing,  and  let  out  again 
by  him  to  under-farmers.  This  man  had  been  for  years  employed 
in  the  revenue  line,  and  was  muclreftcemed  both  by  Sir  John  Shore 
and  Mr.  Anderfon.  The  firft  year  the  rents  were  regularly  paid ; 
in  the  fecond  there  were  complaints  of  great  fe verities  having  been 
ufed  in  the  collecftion  of  the  revenue.  The  firft  and  the  only  aA 
done  bv  Mr.  Haftings  throughout  the  whole  bufinefs,  .was  to  order 
Deby  Sing  to  be  removed,  and  that  in  fo  hafty  a  manner,  as  to 
cxpofe  himfelf  to  the  charge  of  having  afted  with  too  snuch  fcverity 
to  him.  A  gentleman  was  deputed  to  receive  the  complaints  of 
the  natives,  Mr.  Paterfon,  of  whom  the  world  has  heard  fo  much, 
and  who  was  fo  little  pleafed  with  the  extraya^nt  encomiums  of 
the  leading  Manager,  that  he  has  publicly  difavowed  them,  and  has 
publicly  expreffed  concern  that  his  reports  (hould  have  been  tortured 
'  into  evidence  againft  Mn  Haftings,  who  had  no  fort  of  concern  in 
the  bufinefs,  but  was  moft  anxious  to  dete6l  the  enormities  of  Deby 
Sing,  and  to  punifh  him.  Mr.  Paterfon  tranfmitted  to  Calcutta  all 
the  complaints  he  had  received,  and  amongft  them  were  ftatements 
of  cruelties  pra<fl:ifed  upon  certain  of  the  natives,  too  ftiocking  to 
be  repeated.  Thefe  complaints  arrived  when  Mr.  Haftings  was 
abfent,  and  the  Board  appointed  a  Committee  of  Company's  fervants 
(all  fenior  to  Mr.  Paterfon,  and  not  junior,  a$  the  Manager  iiatcd] 
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to  fift  this  bnfincfs  to  the  bottom.  The  Commiflioners  were  fwom, 
and  the  examinations  were  taken  upon  oath.  Their  commifTion  did 
not  terminate  until  long  after  Mr.  Haftings  was  in  England  ;  and 
the  refult  of  the  fuUeft  examination  was,  that  the  moft  dreadful  of 
the  cruelties  charged  never  were  committed  at  all,  and  that  for  fuch 
feverities  as  were  exercifed,  no  poflible  blame  could  attach  upon  any 
Englifti  gentlenun.  Such,  Mr.  Law  affirmed,  was  the  true  ftatc 
of  the  cafe ;  and  it  was  a  difgrace  to  the  Houfe  of  Commons,  that 
the  leading  Manager  (hould  have  travelled  out  of  his  indiftment,  ia 
order  to  utter  his  calumnies  againil  Sir  John  Shore,  and  the  public 
fervants  employed  in  the  revenue  line.  Mr.  Law  lamented  exceed- 
ingly that  fo  fuperior  a  man  as  Mr.  Fox,  fince  he  had  accepted  the 
office  of  a  Manager,  had  not  condefcended  to  examine  and  to  judge 
for  himfelf  before  he  fpoke.  Had  he  ever  himfelf  looked  into  the 
hiftory  of  Deby  Sing,  he  never  could  have  juftified  for  a  moment 
the  conducft  of  the  leading  Manager.  Nor  was  this,  faid  Mr.  Law, 
the  only  inftance  in  which  the  leading  Manager  had  quitted  the 
articles  intruded  to  him,  in  order  to  indulge  the  malignity  of  his 
own  difpoiition.  He  had  lately  dcfcribed  Mr.  Haftings  as  a  man 
of  low,  vulgar,  and  obfcure  origin,  whofe  occupations  had  been ' 
bafe,  mean,  and  fordid.  If  it  were  of  any  confequence  in  this  free 
country,  and  at  this  period,  for  a  man  to  value  himfelf  upon 
the  accidental  circumftance  of  family,  Mr.  Haftings  might  have  as 
fair  grounds  to  boaft  of  his  family  as  any  gentleman  in  the  Hbufe- 
Such  topics  arc  ridiculous  ;  but  that  from  fuch  a  man  as  the  Ma- 
nager a  word  (hould  be  uttered  on  the  fubjeft  of  low,  mean,  and 
obfcure  origin,  was  indeed  moft  extraordinary ;  the  Manager  of  all 
men  living  ought  to  have  avoided  fuch  a  topic.  Mr.  Haftings,  the 
Manager  faid,  had  been  a  fraudulent  bullock-contraSor  in  the  year 
1761.  This  is  downright  calumny.  Where  is  the  charge  voted 
by  the  Houfe,  or  where  the  evidence,  that  entitled  him  to  make 
fuch  an  affertion  ?  Indeed,  faid  Mr.  Law,  the  Manager  in  his  clofing 
fpeechof  nine  days,  wafted  five  of  them  upon  points  that  had  not 
the'moft  diftant  relation  to  the  caufe  intrufted  to  him  by  this  Houfe  ;. 
and  the  more  he  confidercd  his  conduift,  th6  more  was  he  convinced, 
that  from  1788  to  this  day,  he  had  fyftematically,  for  fome  pur- 
pofe  or  other,  delayed  the  clofe  of  the  trial  to  as  late  a  period  as^  he 
poffibly  could,  to  the  abufe  of  public  jiiftice,  at  a  moft*  enormous 
expence  to  the  nation,  and  to  the  manifeft  inconvenience  of  all  ranks 
of  people.  Every  thing  he  had  done  was  for  the  purpofe  of  delay. 
The  Houfe  colle6lively  had  not  attended,  and  therefore  could  not 
judge  ;  but  fuch  gentlemen-  as  had  heard  the  Manager  examining 
witneffe5,  keeping  ifome  of  them  four  days  together,  aiking  queftions^ 
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that  had  no  relation  to  the  points  in  iffue^  or  putting  the  fame  quef- 
tfons  over  and  over  again,  muft  be  convinced^  that  delay,  and  de- 
lay alone,  was  his  objcft.     No  words,  Mr.  Law  faid,  could  convey 
Id  gentlemen  who  had  not  heard  his  clo(ing  fpeech  an  adequate  idea 
of  it — it  lafted  nine  days — two  were  employed  in  going  through 
the  Benares,  ^nd  two  in  going  over  the  Begum  article.     A  mod 
indecent  proceeding,  Mr.  Law  faid,  in  his  opinion,  and  a  very  poor 
compliment  to  the  Managers,  who  had  well  and  ably  performed 
their  duties ;  a  proceeding  that  could  have  no  otfier  efFedl  than  to 
weaken  the  force  of  their  obfervations.     Such  was  the  univerfal  re- 
mark.    Ariothcr  day  was  wafted  in  part  by  remarks  on  that  article, 
which  the  right  honourable  gentleman  (Mr.  Fox)  had  enforced  by 
every  argument  that  talents,  eloquence,  and  ingen\iity  could  bring 
forward,  and  which  well  merited  the  moft  ferious  attention  of  every 
man.    Mr.  JLzw  faid,  though  he  differed  in  opinion  with  Mr.  Fox, 
yet  he  muft  do  him  the  juftice  to  fay,  that  all  that  man  could  do  to 
fupport  the  caufe,  he  had  done.     But  here  again  the  leading  Ma- 
nager muft  interfere  ;  he  muft  deftroy,  as  far  as  he  could,  the  effeft 
produced  by'  Mr.  Fox's  fpeech :  he  went  over  the  ground  again> 
until  llftleflhefs,  fatigue,  and  difguft,  were  apparent  in  every  coun- 
tenance.    The  remaining  four  days  were  wafted  by  the  Manager 
upon  points  that  had  no  fort  of  relation  to  the  charge,  improper  at 
any  time  to  have  been  agitated,  but  when  dwelt  upon  in  a  fpeech 
in  reply,  which  ought  to  be  confined  to  remarks  upon  evidence  be- 
fore the  Court,  in  the  higheft  degree  indecent  and  irregular.    Part 
of  the  time  was  wafted  in  reading  papers  that  are  not  in  evidence, 
and  in  blackening  (he  charadcrs  of  gentlemen  who  cannot  defend 
thcmfelvcs.     What,  then,  could  the  Manager  inean,  but  to  fcattcr 
his  calumnies  as  wide  as  he  could,  and  to  continue  tlie  trial  to  the 
latcft  poflible  moment  he  could  ?  Mr.  Law  faid,  and  it  was  well 
known,  that  he  had  no  fort  of  connection  with  Mr.  Haftings,  and 
that  he  had  in  India  difapproved  of  fome  of  his  political  meafures ; 
beyond  this,  he  had  never  gone,  as  an  honourable  Member  (Mr. 
Francis)  well  knew.    On  political  fubjedls  he  had  differed  wth  Mr. 
Haftings,  but  never  upon  any  one  of  the  four  points  on  which  this 
Impeachment  refts.     On  thofe  points  he  never  had  but  one  opi- 
nion ;  and  he  believed  the  mind  of  every  fair  and  impartial  man  in 
the  kingdom  was  made  up  as  to  Mr.  Haftings.     He  was  confident 
that  Mr.  Haftings,  in  no  one  aft  of  his  public  life,  had  been  warped 
by  interefted  or  by  malicious  motives.     One  good  effeft  this  trial 
would  have — it  would  convince  his  countrymen  how  grofsly  they 
had  been  impofed  upon,  and  they  wpuld  be  lefs  liable  to  impofition  , 
in  future.     Mr.  Law  concluded  by  faying,  that  as  be  thought  ihc 
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condud  of  the  leading  Manager,  fhroughout  the  trial,  had  entailed 
ihame  and  dtfgrace  upon  the  Houfe  of  Commons,  he  (hould  vote 
moft  heartily  for  the  previous  qucftion. 

Mr.  FOX,  in  explanation,  faid,  that  what  he  had  faid  on  the 
topic  alluded  to,  was  the  rcfult  of  a  full  confideration  of  the  fubjed^, 
and  not  from  the  hearfay  of  any  perfbn  whatever  ;  and  what,  wer^ 
the  fame  occafions  to  occur,  he  fliould  not  hefitate  to  fay  again ;  but 
if  it  was  from  hearfay  only  that  he  had  his  information,  he  won- 
dered how  the  honourable  Member  came  to  know  that  circumftance : 
but  he  could  tell  him,  the  fad!  was  quite  the  revcrfc, 

Mr.  ANSTRUTHER  fupported  the  conduft  of  Mr.  Burke, 
and  faid,  that  though  the  leading  manager  originally  had  told  the 
ftory  of  Dcby  Sing,  yet  it  was  another  right  honourable  gentleman 
(Mr.  Fox)  and  himfelf  who  propofed  to  give  evidence  upon  it, 
thinking  they  might  make  Mr.  Haftings  refponfible  for  the  afls  of 
Deby  Sing.  It  was  true,  the  Court  had  unanimoufly  rejcfted  the 
evidence ;  but  he  Hill  retained  his  own  opinion  on  that,  and  other 
pcnnts  of  evidence  which  had  been  rejeded. 

Mr.  SUMNER  fpoke  in  explanation  ;  he  wifhed,  if  any  one 
gentleman  doubted  his  veracity,  to  refer  to  the  minutes  of  the  fliort* 
{land  writer,  as  the  only,  criterion  by  which  they  could  determine 
who  was  right  in  the  ftatement  of  the  language  ufcd  by  the  right 
honourable  manager ;  and  upon  this  point,  he  declared  himfelf  wil- 
ling to  meet  any  of  thofe  gentlemen  who  confidered  it  in  a  different 
point  of  view  from  him, 

Mr.  SHERIDAN  fupported  the  condufl  of  Mr.  Butke;  he 
faid,  that  if  the  queftion  was  merely  whether  the  Managers  merited 
the  thanks  of  the  Houfe  or  not,  that  he  fhould  not  vote  on  the  oc- 
caiion,  but  the  motion  for  the  previ6us  queftion  on  the  ground  on 
which  it  was  moved,  viz.  for  the  purpofe  of  throwing  a  riefle(Sion 
on  the  conduft  of  one  of  the  Committee,  changed  its  nature  entirely, 
and  he  therefore  ihbuld  feel  it  his  duty  to  remain  in  the  Hoofc  with 
thofe  who  oppofe  it. 

The  quefton  was  then  put,  when  there  appeared. 

For  the  previous  queftion,  21  ;  Noes,  55.     Majority,  34. 

The  qucftion  of  thanks  was  then  put,  when  there  appeared. 
Ayes,  50;  Noes,  21.     Majority,  29. 

The  ufual  niotion,  that  the  Speaker  do  give  the  thanks  of  the 
Houfe  to  the  Managers  in  their  places,  was  th^n  put  and  carried  j 
ahd  the  SPEAKER  addreffed^  the  Managers  in  the  foUo^^ing 
fjpeech: 

Gentlemen^ 

*'  IT  is  my  duty  to  communicate  to  jfOU  the  thank$  of  tju^' 
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Houfe,  for  the  manner  in  which  you  have  difchaiged  a  moft  ardu- 
ous truft,  on  an  occafion  highly  interefting  to  the  honour  and  juf- 
tice  of  the  nation. 

"  The  fubjeft,  to  which  your  attention  has  been  directed,  was 
intricate  and  cxtcnfive  beyond  example :  you  have  proved,  that  it 
was  well  fuited  to  your  induftry  and  eloquence,  the  exertions  of 
which  have  conferred  honour,  not  on  yourfclvcs  only,  but  on  this 
Houfe,  whofe  credit  is  intimately  conncfted  with  your  own.  A 
forcible  admonition  has  been  given,  on  this  occafion,  to  all  perfons 
in  fituations  of  high  and  important  national  truft,  that  they  can  nei- 
ther be  removed  by  diftance,  nor  (hcltered  by  power,  from  the 
vigilance  and  authority  of  this  Houfe,  which  is  poffeffed  of  no  pri- 
vilege more  important,  than  that  by  which  it  is  enabled  to  bring 
public  delinquents  to  the  bar  of  public  juftice,  and  thus  to  preferve, 
or  refcuc  from  difhonour,  the  Britijh  name  and  character. 

"  But  in  addrcfling  ycu  on  this  occafion,  and  in  confidcring  the 
beneficial  confequences  to  be  expcfted  from  tliis  proceeding,  it  i$ 
impuflible  not  ro  advert  to  the  incrcafed  fccurity  which  the  Conftitu- 
tion  has  derived  in  the  courfe  of  it,  from  the  recognition  and  full 
confirmation  of  the  principle,  that  an  impeachm.ent  is  not  difconii- 
nued  by  a  diffolution  of  Parliament ;  a  principle  eflential  to  the^ 
privi  egos  of  this  Houfe,  and  to  the  independent  and  efFe£tual  ad- 
.miniftration  of  public  juflice. 

"  Under  thefc  impreffions,  fuggefted  by  the  nature  and  impor- 
tance of  your  truft,  and  by  the  manner  in  which  you  have  dif- 
charged  it,  I  obey  with  the  utmoft  fatisfaftion,  the  commands  of 
this  Houfe,  by  ftating  to  you  their  refolution, 

"  That  the  thanks  of  this  Houfe  be  given  to  the  Members,  who 
were  appointed  the  Managers  of  the  Impeachment  againft  Warren 
Haftings,  Efq.  for  tlieir  faithful  manajgement  in  their  difcharge  of 
the  truft  jrepofed  in  them." 

Mr.  PITT  moved,  that  the  Speaker  do  print  his  fpecch. 

Mr.  BURKE  faid,  that  by  the  orders  of  the  Houfe,  when  the 
thanks  were  given,  he  and  his  brother  Managers  were  tongue-tyed, 
and  had  no  means  whereby  to  exprefs  their  gratitude  but  by  their 
fMbmiHion  to  thofe  orders.  But  he  thought  he  ftiould  be  wanting 
in  gratitude  if  he  did  not,  the  moment  Hie  penalty  of  filence  was  re- 
moved, feize  the  firft  opportunity  to  exprefs  his  own  fatisfa<9ion, 
ancji  that  iof  his  fellow  Managers,  on  the  occafion,  They  had  la- 
boured to  xUfcharge  their  duty,  they  had  completed  the  taflc,  and 
Ifoey  were  paid  by  the  thanks  of  that  Houfe,  die  firft  reward  men. 
caiAA  receive.  Next  to  the  thanks  he  muft  notice  the  very  digni- 
fied Md  cl^n^t  manner  i|>  iB^jh^ch  the  Speaker  had  difchargcd  that 


\ 


A.  1794*  DEBATES*  435 

talk,  in  which  he  confiilted  not  only  the  grandeur  and  cSgnity  of  that 
Houfe,  bdt  at  the  fame  time  politenefs  and  attention  to  them.  He 
then  entered  into  a  fhort  defence  of  the  condu<S  of  die  Impeach- 
ment. He  aflTured  the  Houfe,  that  no  afperity  of  remark  (hould 
provoke  him  to  fay  a  word  ;  that  prejudices  arifing  from  perfonal 
friendfliipy*  or  from  a  fenfe  of  perfonal  obligations,  were  too  laud- 
able for  him  to  be  difcompofcd  at :  he  would  only  aiTure  the  Houfe, 
that  he  had  thrown  no  general  reflexions  on  the  Corhpany's  fer- 
vants,  having  merely  repeated  what  Mr.  Haftings  himfelf  had  faid 
of  the  troops  ferving  in  Oude  ;  and  it  would  be  found  by  referring 
to  die  1 2th  and  1 3th  articles,  that  the  Houfe  had  marked  their  opi- 
nion of  the  officers  ferving  in  Oude,  in  the  very  terms  that  he  had 
ufed  ;  and  as  for  the  other  expreflions,  they  had  been  very  much 
mifreprefented. 

Mr.  LAW,  in  reply  to  Mr.  Burke,  faid,  that  he  defirecf  not  to 
be  included  amongft  thofe  gentlemen,  if  any  fuch  there  were,  which 
he  did  not  believe,  who  afted  either  from  early  prejudices,  or  front 
a  fenfe  of  fevours  received  ;  he  was  as  independent  of  Mr.  Haft- 
ings a$  of  the  two  right  honourable  gentlemen  who  were  united 
upon  the  prefent  queftion ;  and  he  gave  his  vote  from  the  firmed 
conviflion,  that  he  was  right,  and  that  inftead  of  thanks,  the  lead- 
ing Manager  merited  the  reprobation  of  every  man  who  had  the 
honour  of  the  Houfe  and  of  the  country  at* heart:  he  was,  indeed, 
forry  to  fee  the  right  honoutable  gentleman  (Mr.  Fox,)  whom  he 
much  refpefted,  ading  in  the  prefent  inftance  under  fuch  a  leader. 
He  knew  what  the  fenfe  of  the  country  was,  and  ho  vote  of  that 
Houfe,  though  fupported  by  all  the  influence  both  of'  the  Minifter 
and  of  the  Oppofition,  could  change  the  public  mind,  or  convince 
tHe  people  of  the  propriety  of  the  condud  of  the  leading  Manager. 
With  regard  to  his  having  mifreprefented  any  one  expreffion  ufed 
by  the  leading  Manager  in  Weftminfter  Hall,  he  was  confident  he 
had  not,  and  that  if  the  minutes  of  the  (hort-hand  writer  were  re- 
ferred to,  it  would  be  found,  that  he  had  been  infinitely  more  abu- 
five  and  violent  than  he  had  been  reprefented  in  the  quotations  that 
were  made.  Mr.  Law  repeated,  that  no  contradiction,  let  it  cotrc 
from  what  quarter  it  would,  could  hav<x  the  flighteft  eflflft  in  this 
^afe  ;  it  was  impoflible  to  miftate  what  fo  many  thoufands  had 
heard,  what  fo  many  thoufands  had  reprobated,  and  which,  as  he~ 
faid  before,  excited  no  other  fcnti-ments  than  thofe  of  contempt  and 
indignation  in  the  minds  of  the  auditors,  from  perfons  of  the  high- 
eft  rank  down  jto  the  door-keepers,  guards,  and  porters,,  attending 
in  and  about  Weftminfter  Hall., 
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Mr.  DUNDAS  called  the  attention  of  the  Houfe  to  the  notice 
tvhich  he  had  given,  of  moving  the  thanks  of  that  Houfc  to  Lord 
Hood,  for  the  important  fervices  he  had  rendered  the  country  by  the 
papture  of  Baf^Ia.  An  honourable  Member  (Mr,  Sheridan,}  had, 
j^rhcn  he  had  given  his  notice,  intimated  an  intention  to  oppofe  it ; 
but  as  he  had  fince  then  fufHcient  time  for  inquiry  into  the  real  mCr 
rits  of  the  caib,  he  hoped  that  he  (hould  hear  him  retraft  that  opi- 
nion, and  forego  his  intended  oppofition.  At  all  events  he  fliould 
not  enter  into  the  particular  ftatement  of  the  advantages  obtained, 
unlefs  he  fhoiild  feel  it  neceffary  from  any  obfervations  or  oppofition 
Mrhicb  might  be  offered  ;  and  in  fuch  cafe,  he  trufted  he  (hould  have 
jhe  iiKlulgcnce  of  the  Houfe.  He  concluded  by  moving,  "  That 
jhc  thanks  of  the  Houfe  be  given  to  Admiral  Lord  Hood,  for  his 
able  and  gallant  fervices  in  the  redudion  of  Baftia,  in  the  ifland  of 
Corfica/' 

Mr.  SHERIDAN  faid,  that  he  was  not  very  hajly  in  forming 
his  opinions,  and  therefore  not  likely  to  retradl  them  without  fomc 
IcsSon  or  argument  to  convince  him  that  they  had  been  founded  in 
error  or  mifconception  ;  but  the  right  honourable  gentleman  had  not 
ftated  any  ground  whatever,  upon  which  he  moved  for  the  thanb 
to  the  noble  Admiral,  but  he  fuppofed  the  fame  of  his  victories, 
and  the  general  approbation  with  which  they'  were  received  by  the 
Public  at  large,  had  rendered  any  ftatement  to  the  Houfe  fuperflu- 
ous,  or,  perhaps,  it  might  be  confidered  a  kind  of  infult  to  enter 
into  a  detail  of  fa6ls  fo  notorious  as  the  fplendid  and  valuable  fuc- 
qeflfes  of  his  Lordfliip.  But  when  the  thanks  of  that  Houfe  were 
tp  be  voted  to  Lord  Howe,  the  right  honourable  gentleman  felt  it 
incumbent  upoi)  him  to  make  fome  (hort  ftatement  of  the  fervkca 
performed  by  that  noble  Lord,  though  no  man  could  be  a  ftranger 
to  the  faft,  that  he  had  rendered  his  country  the  moft  effential  fcr- 
vices,  and  made  her  prouder  in  her  fecurity.  With  regard  to  Sir 
C.  Grey  and  Sir  J.  Jervis,  he  had  alfo  found  it  neceffary  to  give 
lome  (hort  account  of  their  fplendid  fervices,  which  followed  one  fo 
quick  upon  the  heels  of  another,  as  to  aftonifli  the  moft  experienced 
and  fanguine  Commander;  and* the  value  of  the  conquefts  made 
by  thofe  gallant  Officers  was  not  to  be  eftimated  in  any  other  war 
tjhao  the  prefent,  in  this  he  could  not  confider  theni.  of  fqch  eflima- 
tion.  He  fincerely  regretted  that  he  had  no  reafon  to  change  his 
9pii>ion,  but  that  he  fhould  feel  it  neceffary  to  oppofe  the  motion  of 
^anks  to  the  noble  Admiral,  to  whofe  gallant  and  able  condud, 
upon  many  other  occafions,  he  \^as  ready  to  bear  teftimpny ;  but  a* 
thanks  were  the  fole  reward  that  the  Houfe  had  in  its  power  to  be- 
ilow ;  and  was  at  the  fame  time  the  moft  ample  and  moft  honour- 
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able  reward  any  mdn  could  receive  ;  he  thought  it  fitting  th^t  doj^ 
regard  fliould  be  had  to  preferve  its  value  and  importance,  and  not 
to   diminifli  ^nd  fritter  it  away  by  beflowing  it  upon  trifling  occ%- 
fions,  or  on  perfonswho  had  not  really  merited  it;  the  circufiv 
ftaaceof  his  having  received  the  tnanks  that  night,  might  be  perhaps 
oonfidered  as  fome  reafon  why  he  fhould  not  oppofe  the  fame  iavour 
b^ng  bellowed  on  another,  but  it  was  to  be  recolleded  that  he  was 
one  of  many  appointed  to  perform  a  taflc  which  they  had  executed  to 
the  extent  of  their  ability,  that  they  had  gone  through  their  labour 
and  received  their  reward,  wliich  as  long  as  its  value  is  prefervcd 
by  never  granting  it  but  on  great  and  neceiTary  occaiions,  is  ceiu 
tainljf  &e  greateft  and  mod  honourable  reward  that  man  can  receive.; 
that  tfie  Houfe  had  a  conftant  eye  over  their  condud  and  behaviour 
on  the  occafion,  and  were  competent  to  judge  of  their  merit  or  dor 
merit ;  but  it  wa$  fomething  different  with  regard  to  Admirals  and 
Generals  employed  upon  foreign  fervice,  whofe  condudl  His  Ma^ 
jelly,  through  his  Miniflers,  might  know,  but  to  which,  except  bjr 
information  alfo  from  them,  the  Houfe  could  form  no  judgement 
whatever.     He  did  riot  conceive  it  probable  that  any  fuch  meaiif 
difgraceful  principle  as  envy  could  adluate  the  minds  of  any  ofHcess 
emplc^ed  in  the  fervice  ;  he  did  not  think  it  probable  that  Loid 
Howe  or  Sir  John  Jervis,  or  Sir  Chairles  Grey,  could  feel  any  envjr 
at  the  thanks  of  that  Houfe  being  voted  to  a  brother  officer ;  buf^ 
neverthelefs,  Miniders  feemed  to  ad  upon  a  principle  of  thatl;ind» 
for  they  feemed  to  think  that  Lord  Hood  might  feel  fomething  like 
diCcontent  or  jealoufy  invade  his  bread,  if  he  did  not  receive  fome 
token  of  public  approbation  as  well  as  thofe  officers  who  had  beea 
defervedly  fo  diflinguifhed,  and  that  fuch  was  pretty  evident,   bo^ 
caufc  that  heither  on  account  of  the  capture  of  Toulon — nor  on  ac- 
count of  the  memorable  retreat  from  Toulon,  of  which  be  (hould 
fpeak  fomething  more  hereafter — nor  on  account  of  the  capture  of 
Fierenzo,   did  His  Majcfly's  Miniflers  ever  once  think  of  voting 
the  thanks  to  Lord  Hood.     But  now,  when  the  thanks,  which  was 
the  general  voice  of  the  nation,  grateful  for  the  niofl  eilential  fer'- 
vices,  was  voted  to  Lord  Howe,  they  come  with  the  Kttle  cock*- 
boat  of  Baflia  into  the  wake  of  Lord  Howe's  fleet,  and  under  his 
convoy,  wifhed  to  fleer  it  into  the  Port  of  Public  Approbation.   He 
obfervcd,  that  the  thanks  were  merely  confined  to  the  capture  of  Bat 
tia,  and  no  cohfideration  whatever  was  had  to  the  whole  of  the  conr 
du6l  of  the  npble  Admiral.     He  had  been  fent  into  the  Mediterra*- 
nean  with  the  befl  apppinted  fleet  that  ever  (ailed  from  the  Britilb 
ihore ;  he  had  the  afliilance  of  the  Spanifh  fleet,  or  fhould  have  had 
it^  or  if  he  had  it  not,  Adminiftration  were  reprehenfible  in  formr 
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ing  alliances  with  powers  who  did  not  adhere  to  the  terms  of  the 
tieaties  in  which  they  engaged ;  he  had  employed  a  whole  year,  and 
had  not  yet  effcfted  his  objcdl ;  for  if  the  redudion  of  Corfica  was 
his  obJe6^,   it  had  not  been  yet  efFf  6ied. 

He  then  drew  a  comparifon  between  the  fcrvices  rendered  by 
Lord  Hood  and  thofe  performed  by  Lord  Howe,  Sir  Charles  Grey, 
and  Sir  John  Jervis,  who  had  in  fo  fhort  a  time  performed  fo 
mueh.     It   had  been  made,  in  the  thanks  to  thofe  Officers,  one 
ground,  the  cordiality  which  fubfifted  between  the  naval  artd  mili- 
tary forces  ;  but  if  he  had  not  been  much  mifinformed,  the  reverfe 
was  the  cafe  at  Badia  ;  and  he  indanced  the  fituadpn  of  Colonel 
Lumfden  to  prove  this  point.     Seven  thoufand  land  forces  had  ar- 
rived to  his  Lord(hip*s  afliftance  at  the  time  that  he  was  entering 
into  articles  of  capitulation  for  the  furrender  of  the  place ;  but  this 
did  not  retard  the  negociation,  and  he  entered  into  anides  highly 
difadvantageous  and  reprehenfible  ;  for  he  confcnted  to  land  all' the 
garrifon  at  Toulon,  that  they  might  be  employed  againft  our  ally 
Ac  King  of  Sardinia,  or  affift  at  the  fiege  of  Turin  ;  and  we  (hould 
recoiled  that  we  arc  bound  by  trea'ty  to  perfift  in  the  war,  until  aH 
Aat  Prince's  territories  (hall  be  reftored  to  him.     He  fuppofcd  the 
Adminiflration  wiihed  to  draw  a  veil  over  the  difgr^ceful  aflions  at 
Toulon,  in  which  the  faith  and  honour  of  the  Britifh  nation  receiv- 
ed an  irreparable  ftroke  through  his  LordOiip's  condudl.  .  He  could 
not  conceiyc  upon  what  ground  the  right  honourable  gentleman 
«ould  have  fuppofed  him   to  have  retraced  his  opinion  upon  this 
fubjeA,  when  early  in  the  feffion  he  had  intimated  his  intention  of 
movli^  an  inquiry  into  his  Ia)rd(hip*s  conduiS:  on  that  occafxon  ;  he 
wiihed  the  noble  Lord  was  in  his  place,  becaufe  it  was  painful  to 
fpeak  to  the  difadvantage  of  any  gentleman  in  his  abfence  ;  belides, 
it  was  very  poflible  the  noble  Lord  might  give  fuch  an  explanation 
of  his  condu6l,  as  would  remove  every  imputation  of  blanie  from 
him.     He  in  ftrong  terms  reprobated  the  offer  of  the  conftitution 
of  1 789  to  the  people  of  Toulon,  and  the  vain  promife  of  protec- 
tion given  them.     It  had  been  faid  that  every  one  who  was  \«illing 
to  go  was  taken  away,  when,  in  fad,  the  firft  notice,  fo  great  a 
matter  of  fecrefy  was  the  retreat,  thefe  unfortunate  perfons  had,  was 
the  blaze  of  thofe  fliips  it  was  found  necefiary  or  pofTible  to  burn, 
and  then  they  had  tlieir  option  of  running  four  or  five  rrtiles,  to 
fcramble  to  get  on  board,  and  leaving  their  wives  and  femilies  with-, 
out  protedion  or  fupport,  or  of  awaiting  the  refentment  of  their  ex- 
afperated  eountrymen.     Such  was  the  protcdion  afforded  theTou- 
looefe*     There  was  in  the  whole  of  the  tranfaSion/  ©f  Toulon  too 
•much  negcciating,  too  much  management,  ncither-of  which  became 
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tbe  chamber  of  an  En^ifli  Admiral.     But  the  noUe  Lord  wbb  not 

only  an  Admiral  he  was  a  politician.  Mr.  Sheridan  hoped  that . 
lie  fliould  not  be  ftrfpefted  of  hayiiig  any  recoUcftion  of  the  Wcft- 
minfter  eleftion — [A  great  cry  of  "  Hear !  Hear !"] — By  die  way  - 
in  v/hkh  that  obfervation  wa^  received^  he  perceived  that  if  hebad^ 
other  gentleman  had  not  forgotten  that  event.  It  called  to  his  le* 
collection  a  converfation  he  had  with  an  honefi  fellow  who  was  con* 
cerned  in  the  Weftminfter  ele<Sion,  who  afked  him,  **  What  he 
thought  of  the  bufinefs  of  Toalon  ?"  I  told  him, I  thought  it  was 
a  very  extraordinary  bufinefs.  "  Yes,  Sir,"  faid  he,  "  I  think, 
nhcn  he  comes  back,  we  ought  to  have  a  fcrutiny.*'  Upon  the 
whole,  though  he  felt  himfclf  bound  to  oppofe  tliis  motion,  yet  he 
wiOied  to  do  it  in  the  lead  difrefpedlful  manner  to  the  noble  Admi- 
ral ;  therefore  he  (hould  move  for  the  previous  queftion. 

Mr.  FOX  feconded  the  motion.  He  faid  his  (ituation  was  pe- 
culiarly delicate  in  oppofmg  the  thanks  of  tlie  Houfe  to  the  ncble 
Lord,  as  he  had  been  engaged  in  political  contefls  with  him,  and 
thofe  of  a  nature  the  mod  likely  to  produce  acrimony  and  ill  blood 
for  the  time ;  but  every  perfon  who  krtew  him,  would  do  him  die 
juftice  to  fay,  that  his  condu<Sl  on  the  prefent  occafion  could  not  be 
influenced  by  any  otber  motive  than  by  a  zealous  wi(h  to  dlfchaige 
what  he  conceived  his  duty  to  the  Public.  He  contended  that  B^a 
was  not  in  itfelf  an  objecft  to  entitle  the  noble  Admiral  to  the  thanks 
of  the  Houfe^  becaufe  it  by  no  means  completed  the  objed  of  the 
expedition  in  which  he  had  engaged.  .  He  obferved,  that  when 
Martinique,  in  the  Weft  Indies,  was  taken,  no  mention  was  made 
of  thanks  to  the  Officers  who  commanded  ;  and  when  other  places 
of  as  much  confequence  as  Baftia  had  been  taken,  Valenciennes  and 
Conde,  the  illuftrious  General  was  not  thanked,  and  therefore  he 
conRdered  there  muft  be  fomething  perfonal  in  the  bufineis.  It 
could  not  be  faid  that  the  Duke  of  York  was  not  thanked  from  any 
conGdcration  of  his  rank,  becaufe  many  of  the  Royal  Family  had 
been  thanked  by  that  Houfc  for  public  ferviccs,  and  fdt  themfelves 
exalted  by  the  honour.  He  adverted  to  the  tranfad\ions  at  Toulon, 
which  were  as-difgraceful  as  unfortunate.  With  regard  to  the  im- 
portance of  Baftia,  with  rcfpeft  to  Corfica,  to  which  tho  queftion 
at  prefent  -entirely  related,  it  did  not  to  him  appear  to  juftify  thc- 
prefent  meafures.  He  adverted  to  the  capitulation,  which  did  not 
tend  to  add  any  laurels  to  his  fuccefs.  He  paid  every  tribute  to  the 
former  gallantry  and  diftingui(hed  merit  of  the  noble  Lord  ;  he  had. 
once  the  honour  of  moving  the  hanks  of  the  Houfc  to  him,  for  very- 
great  and  eminent  fervices,  nor  could  he  conceive  that  he  who  had 
received  the.  thanks  of  the  Houf^  coiygmtly  witl)  Lord  Rodney^  fot 
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Ae  Tfiemorabte  a6t(on  of  the  1 2th  of  April,  coald  feel  any  great 
bbnour  from  i^s  thanks  on  the  prcfent  oecafion. 

Mr.  DUNDAS  acknowledged,  that  in  propofing  the  thanks  of 
Ae  Houfe  to  Sir  Charles  Grey  and  Sir  John  Jervis,  he  had  made  a 
fbcMt  preface  to  his  motion  ;  but  by  a  peculiar  mode  of  reafoning, 
the  honourable  gentleman  had  cenfurcd  him  as  feverely  for  that 
mode  of  condud,  as  he  did  now  for  making  the  motion  without  any 
preface  at  all,  fo  that  it  was  utterly  impoflible  for  him  to  pleafe  that 
Ixmourable  gentleman.    The  honourable  gendenlan  had  charged  him 
with  endeavouring  to  depreciate  the  merit  of  one  gallant  officer,  by 
propoiidg  thanks  to  another.  This  obfervation  did  notfurprife  him; 
he  had  feen  it  before  in  a  morning  print,  from  which  the  honour- 
aUe  gentleman  had  probably  colleded  it.     But  he  liad  too  high  an 
c^inion  of  Englilh  feamen ;  their  hearts  were  cafl:  in   too  good  a. 
mould,  to  feel  any  thing  like  envy  at  the  fucceffes  and  vidorics  of 
another*     llie  honourable  gentleman  had  made  fome  allulions  to 
Toulon,  which  he  was  not  called  upon  to  anfwer,  becaufe  Ae 
Houfe  had  already  given  a  decided  opinion  upon  that  event,  which 
Olpinion  was  expreflfed  in  the  addrefs  to  His  Majefly  at  the  commence^ 
iflent  of  the  feffion  ;  and  therefore,  until  fome  proofs  could  be 
brought  in  fupport  of  the  allegations  which  had  been  made  upon  this 
ffibje<9:,  he  ihould  not  enter  into  an  inveftigation  of  it.     The  ho- 
iK>urable  gentleman  had  alluded  to  a  fcrutiny  ;  then  of  courfe  he 
■irill  allow  the  return  to  take  place  before  the  fcrutiny  is  commenced ; 
be  will  allow  the  vote  of  thanks  for  one  branch  of  fervicc,  before  he 
commences  his  invedigation  of  another.     Minifters  had  been  alfo 
siccufed  of  poftponing  their  vote  of  thanks  to  Lord  Hood,  until  the 
ilcws  of  Lord  Howe's  victory  arrived  ;  in  ^nfwer  to  which  he  begged 
leave  to  f^y,  that  he  had  taken  the  very  firft  opportunity  which  oc-» 
durred  of  giving  notice  upon  this  point ;  for  gentlemen  would  rc- 
<S>lledt,  that  he  was  prevented  by  an  adjournment  from  coming  for- 
Mrard  as  foon  as  his  wiflies  would  have  led  him  upon  this  fubjeft.— 
But  to  come  to  the  conduft  of  the  noble  Admiral,  which  lud  been 
fo  feverely  attacked,  it  appeared  to  him  in  a  point  of  view  very  dif- 
ferent from  that  of  defervingcenfure  :  when  he  firft  went  into  the 
MeditCTranean,  his  objedt  was  to  preferve  the  trade  of  this  ooonny, 
which  he  did  in  the  moft  efFeSual  manner ;  after  which  he  blocked 
Up  the  whole  French  fleet  in  die  harbour  of  Toulon,  though  much 
fnperior  to  him  in  point  of  number :  when  afterwards  he  undertook 
the  fiege  of  Baftia,  it  was  againft  the  advice  of  military  officers,  vho 
thought  the  place  too  ftrong  for  their  attacks,  the  garrifon  confifting 
of  near  3000  men,  aud  the  whole  land  force  that  could  be  brought 

^ainiiit  being  <»ily  1 1 0  o.  meoe     I^ord  Hood  ufKiertook  the  wM^' 
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at  kis  own  nTque^  andfuciceeded}  Ifhe  hadfiultedy  hewcxjidhave 
been  die  thjtSt  of  cenfure  for  his  raflmefs  and  precipitancy  by  thofe 
very  perfons  who  now  accufed  him  of  not  having  performed  any  {er« 
vice.  Mr.  Dundas  faid,  he  would  not  enter  into  any  defcriptioii 
oF  die  value  and  importance  of  Corfica  ;  but  he  was  fure  that  the 
liberadon  of  two  hundred  thou&nd  fouls  from  the  tyranny  of  Fianoei 
was  an  ad  worthy  of  praife.  The  honourable  gentleman  had  al* 
luded  to  the  noble  Lord  being  a  politician.  **  This,"  fiiid  Mr* 
Dundas,  "  calls  to  my  remembrance  what  paflfed  hetween  a  gende* 
man  and  me,  when  the  honourable  gentleman  intimated  an  inten- 
tion of  oppding  this  modon.  I  faid  to  a  gendeman.  What  can 
Sheridan  mean  by  oppofing  this  meafure  ?  He  anfwered,  ^^^^^» 
don't  you  know  they  can  never  foiget  the  Weftminfter  de£donl'* 
Mr.  Dundas  concluded  with  faying,  that  It  had  fallen  to  his  lot  to 
propofe  dianks'  to  many  gallant  ofBcerSy  with  fuccefs,  and  hoped 
that  upon  diis  occafion  he  (hould  be  equally  fortunate. 

Mr.  Serjeant  WATSON  obferved,  that  Mr.  Sheridan,  in  ad- 
verting to  the  Weftminfter  dedtion,  "  let  the  cat  out  of  the  bag.'* 
With  refped  to  diis  bufinefsy  he  faid,  that  he  had  the  honour  of 
an  acquaintance  with  his  Lotdtbip  at  that  time,  whofe  geneiolity 
he  applauded,  and  no  infinuadon  that  could  be  made  agaunft  him, 
would  lead  him  to  difapprove  of  thoft  fervices,  for  which  he  would 
^ve  his  moft  hearty  dianks  and  approbation. 

Mr.  SHERIDAN  was  rifing  to  make  a  motion,  idien 
Mr.  DUNDAS  interrupted  him,  .by  moving,  in  addition  to  the 
thanks  to  Lord  Hood,  the  thanks  of  the  Houfe  to  the  Officers,  fea- 
men,  and  marines  employed  in  the  fervice. 

Mr.  SHERIDAN,  after  remarking  on  the  generofity  to  whic& 
Mr.  Seijeant  Watfon  alluded,  faid,  that  as  gendemen  were  fo  ex- 
tremely partial  to  precedents,  he  was  furprifed  to  fee  them  depatt 
from  them  in  the  prcfent  inftance.  He  would  therefore  move,  by 
way  of  amendment,  that  the  thanks  of  the  Houfe  (hould  be  voted  to 
Admiral  Peyton,  Gardner,  Lieut.  Col.  Vilette,  and  each  of  the 
officers  employed  in  the  land  fervice  during  the  operations  againft 
Baftia. 

Mr.  Chancellor  PITT  faid,  that  there  was  a  ftrange  particula- 
rity in  the  amendment,  as  it  went  to  overload  a  motion  of  thanks 
for  fervices,  which  the  honourable  gendeman  had  difputed.  Befide 
Admiral  Peyton  had  been  recalled  from  the  Mediterranean  before 
the  war,  and  iince  waved  his  flag  in  the  Downs.  There  was  be- 
fides  anodier  enor,  as  Colonel  Vilette  had  not  been  engaged  in  th$ 
-  ferVice. 
;  Mr.  SHERIDAN  Kplied,  diat  he  was  coiKxni^  that  there  were 
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not  more  miftakes  in  the  bufinefs,  a$  being  more  congeiusd  to  the 
propoiition.  In  the  cafe  of  Lord  Hood,  the  Admirals  were  indivi- 
dually mentioned ;  but  in  the  prefent  inftance,  Minifters  thought  fit 
to  deviate  from  th^^ir  former  pradlice,  becaufe  they  knew  that  there 
was  a  want  of  harmony  and  union  between  the  officers  employed  in 
the  reducSion  of  Baflia.  As  to  the  error  into  which 'he  had  fallen, 
it  > was  fuch  as  the  FirA  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  had  made  in  another 
Honfe.  Biit  he  thought  Colonel  Vilette  deferved  the  thanks  of  the 
Houfe>  as  Baftia  had  been  reduced  by  ftarvadon ;  and  he  was  adive 
in  his  (ituation,  with  others,  in  cutting  off  the  fupplies.  He  was 
of  opinion,  however,  that  it  was  a  duty  incumbent  on  Minifters  to 
correct  the  error  and  fpecify  by  name  the  parties  concerned. 

Mr.  DUN  DAS  hoped,  that  if  a  reference  were  made  to  the 
W^minfter  eledion,  they  would,  even  now,  on  the  fame  prin- 
ciple of  reafoning,  allow  the  noble  Lord  a  return  before  they  at- 
tempted a  fcrutiny. 

Mr.  BURKE,  after  making  a  few  pleafant  obfervations  on  the 
places  of  nativity,  of  himfelf  and  the  hcmourable  Member  ik4io  pro- 
ppfed  the  amendment,  faid  that  his  mption  reminded  him  of 

"  O'Hourke's  noble  feaft  (hall  ne'er  be  foigot 

"  By  thofe  who  were  there,  and  thofe  who  were  not." 

'J  .         . 

What  the  learned  ferjeant  had  faid  of  the  Weftminftcr  eledion  was 
foreign  to  the  fubjc6^ ;  apd.inftead  of  "  letting  the  cat,"  he  feemed 
to  let  the  brif  f  out  of  the  bag.  The  alluHon  to  the  cle£Kon  remind- 
ed him  of  a,  fidion  in  law,  which  made  "  Baftia  in  the  city  of 
Weftminfter,  in  the  pari(h  of  Covent  Garden,  and  fo  forth."-— 
JnQ:  as  gentlemen  found  it  convenient  to  change  the  venue*  He 
conceived  Corfica  to  be  a  confiderable  acquidtion,  as  he  formerly 
pronounced  it  the  citidal  of  France  to  overawe  Italy  ;  and  he  infifi- 
ed  that  Lord  Hood,  by  his  eminent  fervices,  had  faved  Italy,  and 
laniented  that  the  prowefs  difplayed  at  Badia  had  beeq  debafed  by 
a  Inference  to  the  ele<ftion  manceuvres  of  Covent  Garden. 

The  queftion  was  then  put,  when  Mr.  Sheridan's  amendment, 
after  fome  farther  converfation,  was  negatived. 

Mr.  FOX  then  moved  the  thanks  of  the  Houfe  to  General 
Dundas.     This,  after  fome  Oonverfation,  was  alfo  negatived- 

The  original  motion  was  then  put,  and  carried. 

Mr.  PITT  moved,  "  That  the  Houfe,  atitsrifing,  doadjoum 
to  Monday  fe'nnight."     Ordered. 

Monday f   30/A  ^««l. 

The  SPEAKER  reported  the  anfwer  of  Earl  Howe  to  die  thanks 
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of  that  Houfe  tfanfttiitted  to  him  on  the  i6th  inflant,  for  the' glo- 
rious yiStorj  obtained  over  the  French  fleet  on  the  firft  of  the  prefent 
month. 

A  new  writ  was  ordered  to  be  iflfued  for  the  Borough  of  Orford, 
in  the  room  of  the  Earl  of  Yarmouth,  now  called  to  the  Houfe  of 
Peers.  *  ♦ 

Mr.  Chancellor  PITT  reported,  that  His  MajieAy  had  been 
waited  upon  with  certain  addreflcs  of  that  Houfe,  and  that  he  had 
been  gracioufly  pleafed  to  fay  he  would  give  direflions  accordingly. 
The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  moved,  that  the  papers  prefented, 
fealed  up,  by  Mr.  Secretary  Dundas,  and  referred  by  that  Houfe  to 
the  Committee  of  Seerefy,  be  returned  to  the  Office  of  the  Secretary 
of  State.     Ordered. 

The  Houfe  then  adjourned  to 

Monday,  'Jth  July* 

m 

Mr.  LONG  then  moved  diat  the  Houfe  on  its  adjournment 
fhould  adjourn  till  Friday  next. 

Mr.  SHERIDAN  faid,  that  it  might  have  been  expeAed  that 
in  fuch  a  fituation  of  the  country  as  the  prefent,  Minifters  would 
have  thought  it  no  derogation  from  their  dignity  to  attend  their  duty 
in  the  Houfe  on  the  laft  day  of  the  feifion  in  which  it  was  likely  any 
bufinefs  could  be  done.  There  were  many  points  refpe£ling  which 
Members  of  that  Houfe  were  bound  to  a(k  for  information,  infor- 
mation which  their  conftituents  in  the  feveral  parts  of  the  country 
would  have  a  right  to  demand  of  them ;  and  unlefs  the  honourable 
gentleman  who  had  moved  to  adjourn  till  Friday,  could  fay  that  it 
was  not  the  intention  of  Minifters  to  prorogue  Parliament  on  that 
day,  he  ihould  move  as  an  amendment  to  leave  out  the  word  Friday 
and  infert  Thurfday.  His  reafon  for  moving  this  amendment  was, 
in  order  to  have  an  opportunity  of  bringing  forward  a  piopofition, 
which,  from  the  late  events  that  had  taken  place  on  the  Continent, 
he  conceived  to  be  of  conliderable  importance  to  the  country:  he 
therefore  moved  that  the  Houfe  do  adjourn  till  I'hurfday  next. 

Mr.  JEKYLL  feconded  this  motion,  and  exprefled  his  aftonifti- 
ment  at  the  abfence  of  all  the  King's  Minifters.  He  thought  it  rea- 
fonable  to  expedt  to  find  them  in  their  places  to  explain  fome  late 
events,  which  were  extremely  curious  and  lingular  in  theit  nature. 
He  wiihed  thofe  gentlemen  had  been  prefent  to  give  an  account  to 
the  Houfe  of  the  money  that  had  been  fcnt  to  the  King  of  Pruflia. 
There  was  alfo  another  circumftance  which  he  could  noi  help  men- 
tioning : — it  had  been  formerly  ftated  by  his  honourable  friend  m 
that  Hgufc,    that  Lord  Dorchcfter  hadvvfritteh  a  letter  to  the 
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Indians,  rdpeding  this  countiy  being  about  to,be  involved  iA  a  war 
with  the  American  States.  The  authenticity  of  liM  letter  was  flady 
denied  in  that  Houfe,  and  when  the  fame  fubjed  was  brought  fer* 
ward  by  a  noble  friend  of  his  in  another  place,  this  letter  was 
treated  as  a  gro&  foigeiy ;  but  now  it  had  Uimed  out,  from  the 
^letters  of  Mr.  Hammond*,  that  what  his  honourable  friend  iiad 
faid  with  regard  to  that  letter  was  correftly  true. 

^  The  fbllowing  are  the  letters  which  paiTcd  on  the  occafion,  referred  to 

/  by  Mr.  Jekyll. 

From  Edmund  Randolph  to  Mr.  Hammond, 

Sis,  Philadelphia^  Ma^  20,  1794. 

It  cannot  be  unknown  to  you  that  a  (peech,  faid  to  be  addreifcd  on 
the  roth 'of  February,  17949  to  feveral  Indian  nations,  and  afcribed  to 
the  Governor-General  of  His  Britannic  Majefty  at  Quebec,  has  appeared 
in  mofl  of  the  public  prints  in  the  United  States.  With  fo  many  circum- 
ilances  of  authority,  after  remaining  fo  long  without  contrdaidtion,  it 
might  hare  judifiea  us  in  inquiring  from  you,  whether  it  was  really  de» 
livered  under  Britifli  authority.  Our  forbearance  thus  to  inquire  is  con- 
formable with  the  moderation  which  has  directed  the  conduct  of  our  Go- 
vernment towards  Great  Britain,  and  indicates,  at  the  fame  time,  our 
hope,  from  the  declaration  of  yours,  that  its  views  would  prove  ulti- 
mately pacific,  and  that  it  would  difcountenance  every  meafure  of  its  offi* 
cers  having  a  coatrary  tendency. 

'  '  Eveif  now.  Sir,  while  I  entertain  a  firm  perfuafion  that  in  prefumin^ 
this  fpeech  to  be  |fenuine  I  cannot  well  err,  I  (hall  be  ready  to  retraS 
the  comments  which  I  am  about  to  make,  if  you  ihould  think  proper  to 
deny  its  authenticity. 

At  the  very  moment  when  the  Britifti  Miniftry  were  forwarding  aiTur- 
ances  of  good  will,  does  Lord  Dorchefler  foilcr  and  encourage,  in  the 
Indians,  hoflile  difpofitions  towards  the  United  3tat^s.  If  it  was  a  part 
of  the  American  character  to  indulge  fuipicion,  what  might  not  be  con- 
jectured as  to  the  influence,  by  which  our.  treaty  was  defeated  in  the  lail 
year^from  the  aflembling  of  deputies  from'almoft  all  the  nations  who 
were  at  the  laft  General  Council  on  the  Miami,  and  where  enmity  agaioft 
uvcannot  be  doubtful }  How  nearly  would  that  fufpicion  approach  to 
proof,  were  we  to  recolle6t  that  fo  high  an  officer  as  himfelf  would  not 
raihly  hazard  this  expreifion  :  *^  I  (hould  not  be  furprifed  if  we  were  at 
war  with  the  United  States  in  the  courie  of  the  prefent  year  \  and  if  we 
are,  a  line  muil  then  be  drawn  by  the  warriors.. 

But  this  fpeech  on)y  forebodes  hoflility ;  the  intelligence  which  has 
been  received  this  morning  is,  if  true,  hoftility  itfelf.  The  Prefident  of 
the  United  States  has  underflood,  through  channels  of  real  confidence, 
that  Governor  Simcoe  has  gone  to  the  foot  of  the  rapids  of  ihe  Miami, 
followed^  by  three  cdmpanies  of  a  Britifh^regiment,  in  order  to  build  a 
fort  there.    Permit  me  then  to  aft,  whether  thefe  things  be  fo  ?  It  has 

.  beeo  ufual  for  each  party  in  a  negociation  to  pay  fucb  deference  to  the 
preteiifions  of  the  other  as  to  keep  their  afl&irs  m  the  fame  pofture,  until 
the  negociation  was  concluded.  On  thk  principle  you  compUuned  in 
jrour  letter  of  the  5tb  of  July,  17919  of  the  juiifdidion  atttmpttd  to  be^ 
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Mr.  GREY  ocnild  iM  iniBUy  acoouf*  fer  die  abTetm 
Majefiy's  MinUten  on.  Aat  ooaSon,  but  bf  fuppofing  it  to  be  a 


exerciled  under  the  Stile  of  Vermoiit,  within  the  diftri^  occupied  by 
the  troops  of  yonr  King*  and  demanded  that  our  Oorernment  ihould  fup- 
prefa  it,  from  refpe6b  to  the  difcuffion  which  was  pending.  On  thia 
principle,  you  were  aflured  that  proper  meafuret  (hould  be  adopted.  On 
the  fame  principle  you  renew,  on  the  loth  of  March,  1794*  a  (imilar 
application*  and  are  anfwered  that  the  meafures  of  the  Oovernment 
ihould  correfpood  with  its  afTurances*  Accordingly,  although  the  forts^ 
^rrifons,  and  (fiftri^,  to  which  your  letters  relate,  are  contelMly  with« 
in  the  limits  of  the  United  States,  yet  hare  our  citia&ens  been  forbidden 
to  interrupt  you  in  the  occupancy  of  them  t  what  return  then  have  we  a 
right  to  expert? 

But  yott  will  not  fuppofe  that  I  put  the  impropriety  of  the  prefent 
agg^reflion  upon  the  pendency  of  the  negociarion.  I  quote  this  only  to 
ihew  the  contrail  between  the  temper  oblenred  on  your  part  towards  us, 
and  on  our  part  towards  you.  This  poilcffion  of  our  acknowledged  ter- 
ritory has  no  pretext  oifiatu  0*0  on  its  fide ;  it  has  no  pretext  at  all ;  it 
is  an  a6l,  the  hodility  of  which  cannot  be  palliated  by  any  connection 
with  the  negociation.  It  is  calculated  to  fupport  an  enemy  whom  we 
ate  fecking  to  bring  to  peace. 

A  late  miffion^f  the  United  States  to  Great  Britain,  is  an  unequivocal 
ptpof,  after  all  that  has  happened,  of  the  (incere  wi(h  of  our  Government' 
to  prefenre  peace  and  a  good  underilanding  with  your  nation ;  but  our 
honour  and  fafery  require  that  an  invafion  Aiall  be  repelled. 

Let  me,  therefore,  inform  you,  Sir,  that  I  have  it  in  charge  from  the 
Prefident  of  the  United  States,  to  requefl  and  urge  yoti  to  take  immediate  . 
and  effisChial  meafures,  as  far  as  in  you  lies,  to  fupprefs  thofe  hoflile 
movements ;  to  call  to  mind  that  the  army  of  the  United  States,  in  their 
march  againfl  the  enemy,  will  not  be  able  to  didinguifh  between  them 
and  any  other  people  aflbciated  in  the  war ;  to  compare  thefe  encroach* 
ments  with  the  candour  of  our  condu6^,  and  the  dodlnnes  which  you  have 
maintained,  and  to  admoniih  thofe  who  ihall  throw  obflacles  in  the  way 
of  negociation  and  tranquillity,  that  they  will  be  refponfible  for  all  the 
unhappy  confcquences. 

l^M  JKfr.  Hammond  /p  Edmund  Randolph. 

Sia,  Philadelphia^  May  22^  1794. 

In  anfwer  to  your letterof  the  20th  current,  which  I  did  not  receive 
nmil  late  in  the  afternoon  yefterday,  it  is  neceiTary  for  me  to  premife, 
that,  whatever  may  be  my  perfonal  opinion  with  relped  to  the  iiyle  and 
manner  in  which  you  have  thought  proper  to  addrels  me  upon  the  pre- 
fent occafion,  it  is  not  my  intention  to  oifer  any  animadverfion  upon 
them,  but  to  proceed  with  temper  and  candour  to  the  examination  of  the 
fubje^  of  your  letter. 

Though  I  never  can  acknowledge  the  right  of  ttiis  Government  to  re- 
quire from  me  fo  categorically  as  you  have  required  it,  an  explanation  of 
any  meafure  emanating  from  the  Governors  of  Canada,  over  whofe  ac- 
tions,! have  no  control,  and  for  whofe  conduct  I  am  not  refponfible,  I 
am  willing  to  admit  the  authenticity  of  the  fpeech  to  certain  Indian  na- 
tioQS|  to  which  you  have  alluded,  and  which  you  have  afcribed  to  the 
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part  of  that  fyftem  whidi  had  uniformly  governed  their  condud 
from  the  commencement  of  their  adminiftration.     The  Miniften 

ft 

GoTernor-Gcneral  of  Hit  Majedv's  poiTeflions  is  North  Americau  But 
in  order  to  afcertain  ^he  prccife  lenfe  ot  the  only  paflage  of  that  fpeeck 
to  which  you  have  referred,  and  of  which  you  have  given  merely  a  par* 
tial  ciution,  I  (hall  quote  the  paffage  at  length  : 

"  Children, 

*^  Since  my  return,  I  find  no  appearance  of  a  line  remains ;  and  from . 
the  manner  in  which  the  people  of  the  States  pu(h  on  and  a6i,  and  talk  on 
this  fide,  and  from  what  I  learn  of  their  conduct  towards  the  Tea,  I  fhall 
not  be  furprifed  if  we  are  at  war  with  them  in  the  courfe  of  the  prefect  ' 
year ;  and  if  fo,  a  line  muft  be  drawn  by  the  warriors."     From  the  con- 
text of  this  whole  paiTage,  it  Is  manifed,  that  Lord  Dorcheller  was  per- 
fuaded  that  the  aggreffion  which  might  eventually  lead  to  a  ftate  of  hofti- 
lity,  had  proceeded  from  the  United  States ;  and  fo  far  as  the  State  of 
Vermont,  to  which  I  pre  fume  his  Lordfhip  principally  alluded,  was  im- 
plicated, I  am  convinced  that  that  perfuafion  was  n^  t  ill  founded;  fori 
notwithftanding  the  pofitive  aflurances  which  I  received  from  your  prc- 
deceflbr  on  the  9th  of  July,  1792,  in  anfwer  to  my  letter  of  the  ^ch  of 
the  fame  month,  of  the  'determination  of  the  General  Government  to 
difcourage  and  reprefs  the  encroachments  which  the  Sta'^  and  individuab 
of  Vermont  had  committed  on  the  territory  occupied  by  His  Majeily's 
garrifons,  I  aifert  with  confidence,  that  not  only  thofe  encroachments 
have  never  been  in  any  manner  reprefled,  but  that  recent  infringement! 
in  that  quarter,  and  on  the  territory  in  its  vicinity,  have  (ince  been  com« 
mitted.    Indeed,  if  this  aflertion  of  mine  could  require  any  corrobora- 
tion, I  would  remark,  that  though  the  fpace  of  50  days  had  elapfed  be- 
tween my  letter  of  the  loth  of  March,  1794,  upon  this  fubje^t,  and  your 
anfwer  of  the  29th  of  April,  1 794,  you  did  not  attempt  to  deny  the  fads 
which  I  then  dated,  and  which  I  now  explicitly  repeat. 

In  regard  to  your  declaration  that  Governor  Simcoe  has  gone  to  the 
foot  of  the  rapids  of  the  Miami,  followed  by  three  companies  of  a  Britifh 
regiment,  in  order  to  build  a  fort  there,  I  have  no  intelligence  that  fuch 
an  event  has  adtually  occurred.  But  even  admitting  your  informatbn 
to  be  accurate,  much  will  depend  on  the  place  in  which  you  aifert  that 
the  fort  is  intended  to  be  ereded,  and  whether  it  be  for  the  purpofe  of' 
protediing  fubjedts  of  His  Majefty,  refiding  in  diftridts  dependent  on  the 
fort  of  Detroit,  or  of  preventing  that  fortrefs  from  being  ftraightened  by 
the  approach  of  the  American  sjrmy.  To  either  of  which  cafes,  I  ima- 
gine that  the  principle  of  xhtjiatu  quo^  until  the  final  arrangement  of  the 
point  in  difcuflion  between  the  two  countries  ihall  be  concluded,  will 
flridlly  apply. 

In  order,  however,  to  corred  any  inaccurate  information  you  may 
have  received,  or  to  avoid  any  ambiguity  relative  to  this  circuraftance, 
I  fhall  immediately  tranfmit  copies  of  your  letter  and  of  thi^  anfwer,  as 
well  to  the  Governor-General  of  His  Majedy'spofleflions  in  North  Ame- 
rica, and  the  Governor  of  Upper  Canada,  as  to  His  Majefty*&  Miniftcrs 
in  England,  for  their  refpedVive  information.  Before  I  conclude  this  let- 
ter, I  mull  be  permitted  to  obferve,  th,at  I  have  confined  to  the  unreprcf- 
fed  and  continued  aggreflions  of  the  (late  of  Vermont  alone,  the  perfua- 
fion of  Lord  Dorchelhr  that  they  were  iiidicative  of  an  exiliiug  hofliie 
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of  the  Crown  had  condantly  and  uniformly  confidered  themfelves 
as  fomething  above  the  Houfe  of  Commons ;  and  if  they  would  not 
attend  their  places  voluntarily ,,  that  Houfe  had  a  right  to  demand 
their  attendance.  The  Houfe,  among  many  other  things,  had  a 
right  to  aflc  them  the  reafon  of  the  non-performance  of  the  treaty 
with  the  King  of  PruiTia  r  It  was  now  more  than  two  months  fince 
the  Pruilians  were  to  have  been  in  the  field,  and  they  had  not  yet 

difpofition  in  the  United  States  againft  Great  Britain,  and  m\ght  u]ti« 
mately  produce  an  adtual  date  of  war  on  their  part.  If  I  had  been  de* 
iirous  of  recurring  to  other  fources  of  difquietude,  I  might,  from  the  al- 
luiion  of  his  Lordfhip  to  the  condu^l  of  thig  Government  towards  the  fea, 
have  deduced  other  motives  of  apprehenfion,  on  which,  from  the  folic!- 
tude  you  evince  to  eftabliOi  a  com  rail  between  the  temper  obferved  on 
your  part  towards  us,  I  might  have  conceived  myfelf  jullified  in  dilating* 
I  might  have  adverted  to  the  privateers  originally  fitted  out  at  CWles* 
Town  at  the  commencemeut  of  the  prefent  ho(lili(ies,  and  which  were 
allowed  to  depart  frpm  that  port,  not  only  with  the  confent,  but  under 
the  exprefs  permiilion  of  the  Governor  of  South  Carolina.  I  might  have 
adverted  to  the  prizes  made  by  thefe  privateers,  of  which  the  legality  was 
in  ibmc  meafure  admitted,  by  the  refufal  of  the  Government  to  reftore 
fuch  as  were  made  antecisdently  to  the  5th  of  June  1793-  I  might  have 
adverted  to  the  permiilion  granted  by  this  Government  to  the  Com- 
manders of  French  fhips  of  war,  and  of  privateers,  to  difpofe  of  their 
prizes  by  fale  in  ports  of  the  United  States.  I  naight  have  adverted  to  the 
two  privateers  £a  Petite  Democrate  (now  La  Cornelia)  and  La  Car  mag- 
sole,  both  illegally  fitted  out  in  the  river  Delaware,  and  which,  in  conte* 
quence  of  my  remonflrances,  and  of  the  alluranccs  I  received^  I  concluded 
would  have  Seen  difmantled ;  but  which  have  remained  during  the  whole 
winter  in  the  port  of  New- York,  armed,  and  now  are,  as  I  am  informed, 
in  a  condition  to  proceed  immediately  to  fea.  I  might  have  tidverted  to 
the  condudl  which  this  Government  has  obferved  towards  the  powers 
combined  againft  France  in  the  enfurcement  of  the  embargo  ;  for,  while 
the  veflels  of  the  former  are  fubjcded  to  the  reftri^tion  of  that  meafure, 
thofe  of  the  latter  have  been  permitted  to  depart  from  Hampton  Road, 
though  three  weeks  had  elapfed  fubfequently  to  the  impofition  of  the  em- 
bargo; though  they  were  amenable  to  its  ope  ations,  and  though  they 
were  chiefly  laden  with  articles  calculated  to  fupport  an  enemy  whom  we 
are  fecking  to  bring  to  peace.  I  might  have  adverted  to  the  uniformly 
unfriendly  treatment  which  His  Maje0y's  (liips  of  war,  and  officers  in  His 
Majefiy's  fervice,  have,  fince  the  commencement  of  the  prefent  lioflili- 
ties,  experienced  in  the  American  ports ;  and,  laftly,  I  might  have  ad- 
verted to  the  unparalleled  infult  which  has  been  recently  oflftrcd  at  New- 
Port,  Rhode  Uland,  not  by  a  lawlefs  collection  of  the  people,  but  by 
the  Governor  and  Council  of  that  State,  to  the  Britiih  flae,  in  the  vio- 
lent meafures  purfued  towards  His  Majefly's  (loop  of  war  Nautilus,  and 
in  the  forcible  detention  of  the  officers  by  whom  (lie  was  commanded. 

I  have,'  howevei",  forborne  to  expatiate*  upon  thefe  points,  bec^uie  I 
am  not  difpofed  to  coniider  them,  as  I  have  before  dated,  as  neceflary 
elucidations  of  the  immediate  objedt  of  your  letter,  and  much  lefs  to  ut*ge 
them  in  their  prefent  form  as  general  topics,  of  recrinunation. 
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bcgim  to  march,  though  the  fubfidy  we  had  paid  for  didr  afliflanoc 
was  unprecedented  in  the  hiftory  of  the  countiy. 

Mr.  LONG  faid,  he  could  give  no  anfwer  on  Ac  fubjed  of  pro- 
roguing Parliament ;  but  he  was  under  the  ncceffity  of  agreeing  to 
the  amendment,  becavife  the  honourable  gentleman  who  moved  it 
had  an  opportunity  of  counting  out  the  Houfe.  [The  Speaker  had 
been  put  into  the  Chair  by  the  Black  Rod's  fummons  to  attend  Ae 
royal  affcnt  being  given  by  commiflion  to  bilU  in  the  Houfe  of  Peas, 
about  twenty  Members  only  were  preient]. 

Mr.  SHERIDAN  faid,.  it  would  have  been  more  decent  for.  the 
honourable  gentleman  who  moved  to  adjourn  till  Friday,  to  ^ve 
any  reafon  for  agreeing  to  the  amendment,  radier  than  oonfofs  diat 
attention  to  the  interefts  of  their  conftituents  in  the  Houfe  of  Com- 
mons, was  only  a  fecondary  objeA  in  their  contemplation.  He  mufl 
perfift  in  the  amendment ;  and  give  nodce  to  the  few  Members  pre- 
fent,  tkat  on  Thurfday  next  he  (hould  make  a  motion  on  the  flate 
of  the  country  with  refpedl  to  the  war. 

The  amendment  was  put,  and  carried ;  and  the  Houfo  adjourned 
tJU  Thurfday, 

Thurjiafy  i  Oih  July. 

Mr.  SHERIDAN  faid,  h^  was  extremely  happy  at  the  attend- 
ance of  the  right  honourable  gentleman,  (Mr.  Chancellor  Pitt)  in 
the  Houfe  this  day ;  for  it  afibrded  an  oppcntunity  to  have,  what 
fome  time  ago  he  defpaired  of  having,  a  few  words  at  parting,  for 
he  had  fe^Urd  that  His  Majefty's  Minifter  had  continued  in  the  re- 
folution  of  treating  the  Houfe  of  Commons  as  of  lefs  importance  for 
him  to  attend,  than  what  he  might  call  the  preiTure  of  State  affairs. 
He  rejoiced  alfo  that  two  alterations  had  jufl  been  made  (alluding  to 
the  neW  writs)  on  account  of  vacancies  made  in  that  Houfe,  by  the 
acceptance  of  certain  offices  in  His  Majcfty's  difpofal.  They  all 
knew  when  gentlemen  vacated  th.:ir  places,  that  others  might  fucceed 
them  ;  that  this  was  done  for  no  other  piurpofes,  but  that  thefe  offices 
might  be  better  executed  than  they  were  before.  He  heard  one  of 
the  writs  moved  for  with  regret ;  that  for  a  right  honourable  gende- 
man  (Mr.  Burke)  who,  for  lb  many  years,  bad  feduloufly  exerted 
himfelf  in  the  public  ferviee  ;  but  he  was  happy  to  underfbund  that 
the  right  honourable  gentleman  was  put  into  an  office  of  profit^  fuited 
to  his  eminent  fervices  and  abilities.  ,  He  underfiood  that  the  Mi' 
nifler  came  to  the  Houfe  to-day,  to  make  a  motion  for  ereding  a 
monument,  at  the  public  expence,  as  a  teftimony  of  gratitude 
to  the  memory  of  two  brave  Officers,  (Captain  Harvqr  and 
Captain  Hutt)  and  that,  Mr.  Sheridan  faid^  he  had  no  doubt  would 
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pafe  unanimoudy.     His  motion  (he  meant  that  which  he  fhould 
make  in  the  firft  inftance)  did  not  go  to  that  which  he  was  fure  wad 
tht  duty  of  MiniAers  to  advife  His  Majefty,  not  to  prorogue  Parlia-^ 
ment,   although  in  one  event  it  might  be  followed  up  by  (uch  a  mo- 
tion ;  for  nothing,  in  his  opinion,  was  more  ncceffary  at  this  -mo- 
ment, than  that  that  Houfe,  His  Majefty's  national,  conftitutional, 
and  beft  advifers,  fhould  continue  fitting  to  deliberate  on  important 
public  affairs  at  this  aweful  crifis.     But  before  he  fhould  proceed  td  ' 
bring  that  matter  forward  in  the  fhape  of  a  motion,  he  ihould  re- 
quire, of  the  Minifter  fome  information  on  great  and  important  point^i 
and  on  that  would  depend  much  of  what  he  had  to  fay  on  the  proro- 
gation.     If  the  affairs  on  the  Continent  had  been,  as  they  now 
are,    in  the  months  of  February  or  March,  or  April,  he  believed 
there  was  not  one  man  in  that  Houfe  who  would  not  fay  that  Parlia- 
ment ought  to  have  made  fome  Inquiries  into  them,  for  they  were 
certainly  calamitous  in  an  alarming  degree  to  this  country.    X£ 
events  had.  been  at  that  time  as  they  are  now,  he  would  fay  agaiiv 
it  would  not  be  pofTible  for  the  Minifter  to  pafs  them  over,  without 
giving  to  the  Houfe  fomething  in  the  nature  0/  an  explanation  ;  he 
inuft'tlierefore  now  call  for  an  explanation  from  thofe  who  were  tlic 
beft  qualified  to  give  it.     Not  more  than  fix  weeks  had  elapfed  fince 
the  objecSl  of  this  war,  on  the  part  of  our  Government,  was  avow- 
ed, and  whatever  might  be  thought-of  the  prudence,  there  could  not 
be  two  opinions  on  the  candour  of  that  avowal  \  it  was  ftated  in 
cxprefs  terms  to  be  the  extermination  of  the  prefcnt  Government  of 
,  France  ;  it  was  added,  by  way  of  fhewing  the  fincerity  of  that  decli- 
tation,  that  we  ought  to  employ  the  laft  man  and  the  laft  guinea 
which  this  country  could  fpare  for  that  purpofe,  if  neceffary ;  for 
,that  at  all  events,  with  all  rifks,  under  all  hazards,  we  muft  fubdue 
France,  and  didate  to  them  a  form  of  government.     At  this  pe- 
nod,  and  under  all  the  circumftances  of  our  fituation,  did  he  fay 
too  much,  when  he  faid  that  to  the  convidion  of  every.man  in  that 
Houfe,  and  every  man  in  this  country,  qualified  by  information  to 
form  an  opinidn  upon  the  fubjedl,  that  that  objedt  was  chimerical, 
.  And  impracticable  ;  and  now  he  was  fure  he  had  a  right,  tlie  Public 
had  a  right,  to  demand  from  Minifters  whether  that  obje(*it  was  -or 
Was  not  now  abandoned.     To  demand  to  know,  in  explicit  terms, 
what  was  the  real  obje<£t  of  this  war  on  our  part  at  this  moment  i 
This  was  abfolutely  ncceffary  for  the  people  of  this  country  ;  fot 
wiAout  it,  they  could  not  know  what  fituation  they  were  in,  for 
hitherto  they  had  met  with  nothing  but  deception  ;  what  conjefturc 
could  they  form  of  the  future  by  examining  the   paft  ?  Had  thcro 
been  a  hope  cherifhed  that  had  not  been  entirely  difappointed  r  Had 
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there  been  one  promife  made,  to  the  people  of  this  country,  that  had 
not  been  completely  broken  ?  He  would  venture  to  iay  not  one. — 
Mini  iters,  at  the  commencement  of  this  dreadful  war,  had  indeed 
been  oppofcd  ;  but  when  ojicc  engaged  in  it,  they  had  not  been  de- 
nied a  finglc  man  or  a  fingle  guinea  for  carrying  if  oil.     They  told 
the  Houfe,  and  they  told  the  Public,  they  had  the  moft  fanguine 
cxpcdations  of  the  moft  defirable  fuccefs,  if  proper  refourccs  were 
granted  to  them.     They  were  not  defertcd  by  the  Houfe  ;  they  had 
the  moft  ample  refources  ;  they  applied  for  a  fubfidy  to  the  King  of 
Pruffia,  to  an  unprecedented,  to  an  enormous  amount ;  they  had 
it.     They  applied  for  a  long  fubfidy  to  the  King  of  Sardinia  ;  they 
had  it.     They  applied  for  unlimited  power  with  regard  to  employ- 
ing French  emigrants  in  the  King's  fervice ;  they  had  it.— What 
had  been  the  confequcncc  of  all  this  r^  Defeat,  difafter,  and  dis- 
grace following  each  other  in  rapid  fucceflion,  until  we  came  to  die 
climax  of  calamity,  and  whenever  inquiry  was  called  for,  Mini- 
ftcrs  preffed  on  the  Houfe  to  abftain  from  entering  into  any,  alledg- 
ing  it  to  be  a  dangerous  thing  to  interrupt  the  affairs  of  Govern- 
ment ;  and  indeed  by  their  rule,  it  would  feem  that  they  C3q)e£led 
the  Houfe  and  the  Public  would  give  them  credit  for  abilities  in  fu- 
ture, in  proportion  as  they  manifefted  their  incapacity  by  the  paft, 
and  that  they  were  entitled  to  fupport  from  the  Public,  in  proportion 
as  they  continued  to  delude  them ;   that  they  deferved  truft  in  pro- 
portion Us  they  betrayed  it.     They  had  got  a  deal  of  credit  in  diat 
Houfe,  and  fome  with  tiie  Public,  for  the  wifdom  of  their  plans  ; 
now  he  ftiould  be  glad  to  know  what  they  hid  to  fay  on  their  fa- 
vourite plan  of  marching  to  Paris.     On  what  ground  would  they 
maintain  the  praAicability  of  that  decifive  ftrbke  ?     Did  they  mean 
to  rely  on  the  aftiftance  of  the  King  of  Pruflia,  a  Prince  ftated 
to  have  been  fo  fond  of  military  glory — by  the  way  he  (hould  be 
glad  to  know  whether  that  Prince  had  actually  received  any  fubfidy 
from  this  country ;  and  if  ^e  had,  what  fcrvices  he  had  rendered  ? 
Whether  he  had  marched  any  troops  to  co-operate  with  "ours?  And 
if  h^  had,  what  their  number  was  ?     What  rhey  had  done  f    And 
where  tticy  were  now  ftationed  ?     What  articles  of  the  treaty  be- 
tween him  and  us  the  King  of  P/uflia  had  fulfilled  ?     Whcrfier  he 
had  fulfilled  any,  except  one— rhc  receiving  of  our  money?  Thcfc 
were  points,  Mr.  Sheridan  faid,  the  Houfe  of  Commons  were  bound 
in  duty  to  inquire  into  before  they  feparated,  and  he  did  not  know 
how  they  were  to  face  their  Condttuents  wiihout  knowing  fomcthing 
upon  thefe  topics.     He  was  one  of  thofe  who  thought  that  the  King 
of  Pruffia  had  not  done  his  duty  to  this  country  for  the  enormous 
fum  of  money  which  w«  agreed  to  give   him  ^  for  iiT  we  did  pay 
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him  for  fending  his  troops  to  deftroy  the  cSe&  of  French  principles 
in  Poland,  he  was  one  of  thofe  who  were  unable  to  difcover  of  what 
life  it  was  to  us  that  the  troops  of  the  Kif>g  of  Pruflia  (hould  be  em- 
ployed in  convincing  the  Poles  that  they  ought  to  fuhmit  to  he 
robbed  and  plundered.  He  did  not  fee  what  the  Minifter  was  to 
fay  upon  that  fubjcd,  or  what  defence  was  to  be  fct  up.  If  thf 
Minifter  did  not  imagine  that  the  King  of  Pruflia  would  have  a6^cd  39 
he  has  done,  the  anfwer  was»  it  was  his  bufinefs  to  have  fo  imv 
gined,  for  he  was  warned  of  it  in  the  courfe  of  the  debates  on  the 
granting  the  fubiidy,  and  he  might  have  been  taught  to  exped  it 
from  experience  of  the  condu6l  of  that  Monarch  —He  was  warned 
alio  of  what  mi^t  be  the  condud  of  the  Emperor  and  all  the  allies 
in  this  war;  what  had  been  predicted  on  thefc  points  had  aAually 
happened,  and  that  fo  clearly  and  plainly,  that  to  fay  they  were 
events  which  might  not  have  been  ei^pe^ed,  was  a  fubterfiige  un- 
worthy of  a  BritilhMinifter— ^unworthy  of  any  man  who  had  any 
value  for  his  charader  for  judgement  or  integrity.  If  on  the  other 
hand  the  Minifter  (hould  fay,  this  was  not  owing  to  the  wilful  ne- 
gle£t  of  the  King  of  Pruflia,  or  to  the  infincerity  of  the  Emperor  or 
any  of  the  allies,  but  owing  to  the  prodigious  number  of  the  French 
as  an,  armed  nation,  there  again  the  Minifler  was  without  exeufe  ; 
for  he  knew  the  French  to  have  long  been  an  armed  nation,  for  he 
had  filled  them  fo  himfelf  mod  emphatically,  and  he  muft  have  cU 
dicr  wanted  judgement  toforefee  tlie  event  that  hadh'ippened,  or  pre* 
caudon  to  provide  an  adequate  remedy  againfl  it.  But  taking  it  for 
granted  that  die  treaty  with  the  King  of  Pruflia  was  a  wife  one  on 
our  part,  he  wifhed  to  know  why  the  forces  of  that  Prince  were  not 
brought  to  co-operate  with  ours  in  Flanders  ?  And  why  our  own 
were  not  employed  there  inftead  of  being  employed  in  holding  out 
falfe  hopes  to  the  poor  Royalifts  in  France.  He  did  not  profcfs  to 
be  any  thing  of  a  military  man,  bur  he  tru^ed  that  common  fenfe 
was  of  itfelf  fufficient  to  point  out  the  abfurdity  of  any  of  the  allies 
in  this  war  employing  any  of  their  troops  to  aflift  the  Royalifts  in 
France,  while  their  prefence  was  fo  eflcntially  neccflary  in  Flanders, 
The  effeft  of  this  poliijy  was  now  obvious  to  every  body ;  we  liad  to- 
tally failed  pf  our  objoS  In  the  war.  That  obje<9,  fo  po^npoufly 
defcribed  by  the  Miniftcr,  was  now  become  totally  impracticable. 
Inftead  of  deftroying  the  prefent  Governmeat  of  France,  receiving 
indemnity  for  the  paft  and  fecurity  for  the  fucure,  and  forming  fuch 
a  Government  for  France  as  (hall  appear  t)  be  a  proper  one,  wc 
were  now  at  war  for  the  defence  of  Holland !  In  this  view  o^  our 
affairs,  he  could  not  think  it  unreafonable  f  jr  that  Hou^e  to  1  all  on 
the  Miniftcr  to  fay  explicitly,  Whether  Govcrmnent  ItiU  perfevcr© 
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an  their  declared  object  of  this  war  ?  And  in  afkjng  this  queftioH,  h« 
dbferved,  that  he  fliould  have  much  more  fatisfadlion,  if  the  right 
honourable  gentlenfian,  who  was  now  repofing  in^  the  cool  (hade 
of  the  Chiltern  hundreds,  was  prefent,  for  it  feemed  he  was  to  be 
Wjir  Minifter  ;  but  on  account  of  the  Public  he  muft  demand>  and 
he,  was  fure  he  was  intitled  to  an  anfwer, — What  is  now  the  objeft 
of  the  war  ?     The  projedl  of  deftroying  the  Government  of  France 
was  the  moft  unfortunate,  as  well  as  the  moft  foolifh,  that  ever  en- 
tered into  the  bead  of  any  man  ;  and  yet  that  right  honourable  gen- 
tleman he  had  hinted  at,  who  was  n#w  abfent,  had  faid,  we  muft 
either  deftroy  the  Government  of  France  or  perifli  in  the  attempt. 
This  afiertion,  coupled  with  the  abfence  of  the  gentleman  who 
made  it,  was,  under  all  the  circumftances,  an  additional  reafon 
why  Parliament  ftiould  not  be  prorogued  now.     As  to  the  manner 
in  which  it  had  been  thought  proper  to  unite  different  pcrfons  under 
pne  adroiniftration,'  for  conducing  the  prpfent  waf,  Mr.  Sheridaii 
was  pointedly  tevere  on  the  inconfiftency  of  the  Minifter  and  of  his 
^  new  aficciates,  contrafting  their  prefent  union  with  the  avowed . 
principles  held  by  the  Whig  party,  as  expreffed  in  the  year  1784, 
and  infifted  upon  in  the  laft  feffion  of  Parliament,  that  it  was  in- 
confiftent  with  the  dignity  of  Parliament  to  countenance  the  manner 
ih  which  the  prefent  Adminiftration  had  got  into  power,  until  fome 
gtonpment  had  been   made  by  them   for    tfie   violation  of   the 
principles  of  the  Conftitijtion  ;  fomething  of  an  extraordinary   na- 
ture, he  infiftbd,  muft  have  happened,  before  fuch  perfons  could 
have  facrificed  their  confiftency,  and,  in  his  opinion,  their  honour 
—either  that  the  prefent  Adminiftration  w^s  weak,  ^nd  inadequate 
to  the  ta/k  they  had   undertaken,  an   idea   which,  whatever  the 
•   public  might  think  of  them   in  other  refpcfts,  they  would  never 
allow— or,  that  the  country  wa§  in  fuch  a  fituation  as  to  call  for  ai\ 
union  of  party  without  any  regard  to  confiftency  of  charaQer — or 
that  the  refponfibility  of  proceeding  on  the  prefent  fyftem,  ought  id 
be  divided  bptween  Minifters  and  tjiofe  who  had  conftantly  oppofed 
all  their  meafure§.      In  either  of  thofe  events  he  was  intitled  to  call 
for  an  explicit  declaration  of  the  objedt  of  the  war,  for  in  any  view 
pf  it  the  event  conveyed  an  idea  of  the  defpcration  of  jhc  caqfe— per- 
haps indeed  he  (hould  be  told,  that  the  fuccefs  of  the  allies  had  tend- 
ed to  unite  the  Frei)cb,  but  that  now  their  projed  had  failed,  the 
French  would  again  quarrel  among  themfelves — he  believed  that 
this  idea  would  meet  with  y>othing  but  the  moft  fevere  cenfure  of 
the  Public^     Moft  particularly  he  felt  it  his  duty  to  prefs  an  inquiry 
fi^  to  the  fituation  of  this  country  and  the  King  of  Pruffia,  and  diat 
jy^s  th^.firft  poi^it  of  what  be  bad  to.fubmit  tQ  the  Houfej  we  W 
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voted  a  ks^  fumof  ini)aey  to  that  Prince,  and  it  did  mrapi^eac 
^^ban  he  bod  done  any  thing  towards  pcsformksg  his  part  of  the  m<^ 
gfsgemcnt  v  ai^  oa  thai:  paxticulap  accoux^  the  Hou&  was  iatitled  to. 
axi^  csplanatba,  and  the  Public,  through  theiF  mediuaiy  expected 
tD  be  iatisfied  m  that  refpe£i. 

With  regaxd  to  America,  he  faid  that  there  wzs  not  any  ^ui1B 
more  odious  than,  the  whole  charader  of  the  prefent  AdnwiiAra^ioft 
ofi  this  country.     Every  ^riba  who  had  any  pprrefpondence  hom^ 
ihstt  country  kitew  that  to  be  a  fadl.     It  was  true  there  were  two 
]^artie9  in  America.     Th^  one  violent  and  raih,  favourers  of  the 
principles  of  the  French  in  then-  moil  bkimeable  excefs;  the  otlie« 
wife  and  moderate,  and  willing  to  faErifice  a  great  deal  for  the  (ako 
Qi  preferving  the  bleffings  of  peace ;  but^  all  to  a  man;  they  cenfured 
the  charader  of  the  prefent  Adminiftration.      If  Minidecs  thought 
ott^wife,  they  had  either  been  very  ill  informed  or  very  inattentivQ 
upon  that  fubje6t.     He  mentioned,  on  a  former  occafion,  a  papes 
contaimng  a  fpeech  of  Lord  Dorchcfler  to  the  Indians;  and  thea 
the  right  honourable  Secretary  of  State  had  been  pleaf^d  to  treat  it 
as  a  forgery:  yet  this  now  turned  out  to  be  authentic.     Now  he 
granted  to  know  whether  this  was  avowed  by  Minifters,  and  if  it  was 
agreeable  to  the  diredion  which  they  gave  to  that  noble  L6rd,  and 
what  was  now  intended  to  be  done  m  conpfequence  of  it?   If  Mini- 
fters fliould  fay  this  was  a  point  on  which  they  could  not  give  any* 
fatisfadion,  he  (hould  not  prcfn  it  any  farther ;  but  he  thou^t  i^  <^ 
►  bis  duty  to  mention  it,  that  the  Minifters  might  avail  themfelves^ 
if  they  thought  fit,  of  an  opfx)rt'unity  of  fatisfying  the  Public  upon 
Jhat  very  important  fubjed ;  perhaps,  indeed,  the  Americans  relied 
on  the  charader  pf  the  Adminiftration  of  this  country ;  having  wit- 
neffed  the  petty,  miferable,  annual  expedients  they  had  adopted, 
thought  they  would  retrad  any  thing  they  had  advanced,  and  for 
that  purpofe  had  given  Mr.  Jay  full  power  and  diftind  diredions  to 
negociate;  but  as  nothing  that  could  be  done  by  Adminiftration, 
could  poflibly  fatisfy  tl^e  Americans  without  the  exprefs  recognition 
of  Parliament,  he  thought  that  of  itfelf  a,  very  good  rcafon  why  Par^ 
liamcnt  fliould  not  at  this  time  be  prorogued.     Upon  this  head  he    , 
ibould.  only  fubmit  to  the  Minifter  the  propriety  of  his  giving  fome 
fatisfadion  to  the  Public./    If  the  Minifter  Ihould  be  inclined  to 
give  the  Houfe  any  information  with  refped  to  America;  if  he  was 
inclined  to  give  any  explanation  with  regard  to,  and  the  fubfequeni: 
condud  of,  the  King  of  Pruflia,  if  he  was  willing  to  give  dxe  Houfe, 
in  fhort,  any  explanation  with^egard  tq  the  prefent  war,  as  to  the 
prefent  objed  of  Government  in  carrying  it  on,  or  to  afford  the  Pub^ 
jic  any  lig^ht  on  piu*  piefcnt  fiti^^tion,  then,.  Mi.  Sheridan  fiiid^  he 
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flioiild  follow  up  Ks  fir^  motion,  with  another^  to^ddrefs  His  Ma- 
jc%  not  to  prorogue  Parliament  until  an  opportunity  fhould  be  had  J] 

of  receiving  fuch  information ;  but  if,  on  thp  contrary,  no  fuch  in-  ' 

fonnation  wa&  to  be  given,  the  fubfequent  motions  would  be  ufeleft, 
and  therefore  he  (hould  not  attempt  to  make  them.  On  lookir^  at 
tbe  conduft  ofthe  King  of  Pruflia,  he  obferved,  it  was  impoffiblc 
not  to  advert  to  the  condud  of  all  our  allies,  particular^  on  the  point 
of  foith  in  the  puniShial  obfervance  of  enga^mcnts.  We  were  told 
that  we  could  not  propofe  any  terms  of  peace  with  the  French,  bc- 
c^ufc  they  have  not  a  Government  to  be  depended  upon.  It  was 
not  their  want  of  morality  or  religion,  but  their  want  of  a  regular 
Government,  that  was  our  objedion  to  treating  with  them.  What 
was  this  but  ah  infolent  mockery  to  the  common  fenfe  of  mankind? 
What  has  been  done  to  prove  the  good  faith  of  the  King  of  Pniflia 
to  be  depended  upon  ?  What  has  been  done  by  the  Emperor  to  prove 
that  he  was  to  be  depended  upon?  What  had  been  done  by  the  King 
of  Sardinia  to  prove  that  he  was  to  be  depended  upon  ?  What  had 
been  done  by  the  King  of  Spain  to  be  depended  upon  ?  What  had 
been  done  by  the  Emprefs  of  Ruflia  to  prove  that  (he  was  to  be  de- 
pended upon?  In  (hort,  what,  he  would  a(k,  had  been  done  by  any 
of  our  allies,  fqparately  taken,  or  all  of  them  jointly,  that  was  to 
be  depended  upon  ?  And  how  were  the  people  of  this  country  to  be 
the  dupes  of  all  the  other  powers  in  Europe,  in  this  mad  crufade? 
Here  Mr.  Sheridan  entered  into  a  derail  of  various  particulars  of  af* 
hirs  on  the  Continent^  and  in  the  Mediterranean,  and  maintained 
that  the  only  power  in  Europe  which  had  been  faithful  to  its  pro- 
mife,  was  that  of  France,  which  although  he  blamed  its  exceiTes, 
he  was  bound  to  confefs  had  been  punfiually  obfervaht  of  its  pr6- 
mife:  It  had  promifed  to  drive  its  enemies,  and  it  had  done  fo. 
It  had  vowed  an  enmity  with  the  defpots  of  Europe,  and  manifefled 
its  finccrity  by  the  moft  tremendous  exertions.  Why  therefore  was 
France  to  be  called  the  only  power  in  Euiope,  on  whofe  promife  no 
reliance  could  be  placed  t  Only  becaufe  it  was  the  only  power  in 
Europe  that  had  been  faithful  to  its  promife!  He  wiflied  to  hear  no 
more  of  tliis  ftyle  of  infolence  to  the  Public ;  indeed  he  hfid  fome 
hopes  that  the  high  characters  who  had  now  with  fo  much  facrifice 
to  their  confiftency,  and  he  muft  ftill  infift,  with  fo  much  facrifice 
to  their  honour,  taken  an  aftive  fhare  in  Adminiftration,  would 
refleft  on  the  fituatlon  they  are  in,  and  remember  that  now  they 
partake  of  the  refponfibility  attached  to  the  condu6t  of  this  war, 
a  war  which  one  of  them,  who  is  now  to  be  a  war  Minifter,  had 
defcribed  to  be,  "  Beilum  ufque  ad  internecionem.**  ,  He  had  hopes, 
be  feid,  that  they  would  refled^  x)n  their  fituatign,  and  on  the  fitua- 
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tiort  of  thiscountiy,  and  exert  their  efforts  to  put  an  end  to  this  in- 
fane  fyftem.     He  hoped  they  would  refleft  on  the  warning  given  to 
them  by  his  right  h'^nojraWc  friend.     But  if,  deriding  all  demon-  . 
ftrationand  expe.icncc,  this  ruinous  and  mtd  crufade  was  really  to    . 
beperfevercd  in;  if  this  infaruired  Adminiftration  had  gained  no- 
thing by  their  new  alliinoc  bur  an  additional  infufion  of  rafhnefs 
and  obftinacy  \  he  was  confiJen:  the  hour  was  not  f^  off  when  the 
duped  and  deluded  people  of  this  country  would  lofe  at  once  their 
credulity  and  their  patience,  when  a  folemn  hour  of  account  would 
come  ;  an  hour  which  their  having  feduced  others  to  (hare  the  peril 
of,  would  neither  ward  off  nor  protraft,  when  the  eyes,  the  hopes, 
the  hearts  of  the  nation  w^ould  be  turned  to  one  man,  to  his  ri^t 
honourable  friend,  whom  he  fpoke  of  more  willingly  in  his  abfence. 
(Mr.  Fox  was  not  in  the  Houfe,)  a  man  in  whofe  mind,  however 
its  generbus  nature  might  be  wounded  by  a  feparation  from  long- 
formed  and  dearly-cherifhed  connections,    he  was  confident,  there 
would  ever  be  found  a  paramount  attachment  to  the  fafety,  the  pn>- 
fperity,  the  independence  of  his  country,  and  to  the  liberty  and  hap- 
pinefs  of  man  in  general ;  a  man  who,  ar  this  very  moment,  he  be- 
lieved)  did  not  to  the  public  eye  appear  lefs  for  being  more  alone; 
en  the  contrary,  who  feemed  to  ftand  on  higher  ground  from  being 
lefs  furrounded.     To  him,  in  the  ftormy  hour^  the  nailon  would 
turn,  and  they  would  find  him» 

''  Like  a  great  fea-mark,  ftanding  ev'r}'  Bow, 

**  And  faving  thofc  that  eye  him." 

« 

Mr.  Sheridan  obferved,  that  in  all  points  in  which  he  could  view 
our  prefent  fituation,  he  faw  abundant  reafon  for  Parliament  enter- 
ing into  an  examination  of  it,  and  coming  to  fome  determination 

for  the  fatisfadHon  of  the  Fublic.     He  concluded  with  mpving, 

« 

*'  That  there  be  laid  before  the  Houfe,  an  account  of  nunics  ilTued  to 
and  received  by  the  Kinfirof  Pruflia,  in  purluanccof  the  treaty  concluded 
between  His  Majcfty  and  the  King  of  Prullia,  figned  at  tiie  Hague,  the 
19th  of  April,  1794.,  together  with  an  iiccount  ot  the  troops  which  have 
been  employed  in  concert  with  His  Majeily*s  troops,  in  puriuance  of  the 
feme  treaty.'*  ' 

Mr.  GREY  feconded  the  motioa.  ' 

Mr.  Chancellor  PITT.  Before  I  advert  to  the  three  points  on 
which  the  honourable  gentleman  has  exprclfed  his  defire  tb  receive 
fonie  information,  I  rtiall  think  it  neceffary  to  take  notice  of  one  or 
two  circumftances,  to  which  he  alluded  in  the  introduftory  part  bf 
his  fpeech.  He  began  with  ftating,  that  he  washappy  in  having  an 
opportunity  afforded  him  to  addrefs  the,  Houfe  in  a  few  parting 
wordS|  and  this  he  accompanied  with  fome  reflcdions  pn  the  negli- 
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gence,  ti^hiA  ha3  been  lately  fhown  by  Minifter$5  in  point  of  at- 
tendance on  their  duty  in  this  place.     On  this  head  I  have  only  t^ 
obTerve,  that  it  has  generally  been  underflood  thact  ail  public  bufi- 
nefs  has  For  Ibme  time  paft  been  clofed,  though  it  was  deemed  ex^ 
pedient  to  keep  the  Houfe  fitting  by  fhort  adjournments,  for  reafons 
ndrich  are  fufEciently  cbvious,  and  to  which  indeed  the  honourable 
gentleman  has  in  the  coutfe  of  his  fpeech  alluded.     Neither  I,  nor 
my  coHes^es,  had  any  intimation  of  the  honourable  gentleman 
bringing  forward  any  motion  till  the  other  day,  that  his  notice  was 
given,  and  undoubtedly  we  could^havc  no  delire  of  provoVmg  a  dif- 
cufljon,  which  is  in  its  xywn  nature  more  calculated  to  retard,  than 
to  promote  any  obje'ft  of  public  benefit.    As  to  the  oftier  gentlemen, 
who  have  vacated  their  'feats  for  the  puijx)fe  of  taking  a  more  aSive 
part  in  His  Majefty's  fervice,  no  excufe  can  furelyl^e  neceffary  for 
ihclr  non-attendance.     And  for  die  abfencc  of  my  colleague  (Mr. 
Dundas)  it  is  to.be  regjetted  ihat  a  fevere  domeftic  misfortune  af- 
fordB  but  too  jiift  a  plea  on  the  prefent  occafion.     I  (hall  now  very 
fhortly  advert  to  all  the  points  brought  forward  by  the  honourable 
gentleman;  into  all  of  thefe  points,  excepting  one,  it  would  be 
highly  indifcreet  and  imprudent  for  me  at  prefent  to  go  into  any 
length.    Tliefc  three  points  on  which  the  honourable  gentleman  is 
dcfirous  to  obtain  informaction,  are,   ift,  What  is  the  precife  object 
of  the  war,  in  the  fituation  in  which  wc  are  now  placed  ?      2(fly, 
A^hether  any  part  df  tfafc  Pruffiain  fubfidy  lias  yet  been  paid  ?     3(ily, 
What  is  the  ftate  of  the  treaty  between  America  and  tfeis  icotmtry  ? 
I  (hall  bye  and  bye  give  my  reafons  why  I  abftain  from  entering. 
lipon  the  two  laft  points.     As  to  the  firft,  I  fliall  clearly  and  une- 
quivocally ftate  what  is  the  precife  objedl  of  the  war,  not  upon  any 
mifconception  or  mifreprefentation  of  the  honourable  gentleman,  but 
as  it  'h^s  been  uniformly  held  out,  and  is  at  prefent  afted  upon  by  us. 
ITie  honourable  gentleman  has  had  recourfe  to  a  very  curious  me- 
>  thod,  in  order  to  defcribe  what  is  our  objedl  in  the  war.     He  has 
defcribed  it  by  quoting  an  expreflion  of  an  honourable  gentleflian 
near  tne  (Mr.  Jenkinfon,)  by  adding  to  fhat  exprefiron  what  a^ually 
was  never  faid,  ^nd  by  introducing,  as  a  fentiment  of  ours,  what 
in  reality  was  a  phrafe  employed  by  thofe  who  coincide  in  fentiment 
^ith  him,  in  remaricing  upon  our  conduft.    I  admit  that  the  phrafe 
of  marching  to  Paris  was,  on  one  occafion,  employed  by  an  honour- 
able friend  near  me  ;  but  I  deny  that  the  co'nqueft  of  France  was 
ever  talked  of  by 'any  on  this  fide  of  the  Houfe,  or  that  the  war  was 
fever  defcribed  by  diem  as  belkrn  ad  inUrneciottem^^     That  expreffion, 
Jon  the  contrary,  was  only  applied  to  the  war  by  gentlemen  of  oppo- 
'fcieSi.     But  if  it  be  faid  that  the  dcftruaion  of  the  Jacobin  Govern- 
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mcnt  df  France  is  our  obje<5t,  t  have  no  hcfitation  to  confefs  diat 
fuch  is  the  objcdl',  which  we  have  ever  avowed,  and  to  Which  wd 
ftill  look  in  the  prefent  moment.  And  I  will  afTert,  in  oppofition 
to  what  has  been  infinuated  by  the  honourable  gentleman,  that  this 
objcd  cannot  be  more  warmly  or  fteadily  purfued  by  any  new  Mini- 
fters,  than  it  has  already  been  by  thofe  who  have  had  the  honour 
of  advifing  His  Majefty  in  the  condud  of  the  war.  But  to  thofe 
who  confound  this  objed  of  the  deftrudtion  of  the  Jacobin  Govern- 
ment with  a  bellum  ad  intemecitmemy  or  fuppofe  that  we  muft  necef- 
farily  have  in  view  the  conqueft  of  France,  I  anfwer  that  is  a  war 
not  for  the  conqueft,  but  for  the  emancipation  of  France ;  it  is  a 
war  for  the  deftruSion  of  art  ufurped  power,  hoftile  indeed  to  ,mia 
country,  but  ruinous  to  that  over  which  it  is  txercifcd/ 

That  fuch  is  the  light  In  which  the  war  has  been  uniformly  held 
up  by  Miniftcrs,  I  need  only  appeal  to  the  common  recoUedion^ 
arid  contmon  candour  of  every  Member  of  this  Houfe.  Let  the 
honourable  gentleman,  who  appears  as  the  apologift  of  the  French 
Government,  though  occafionally  forced  to  join  in  condemning  the 
tyranny  of  its  proceedings,  ftate  that  the  people  of  that  country  are 
united  in  loving  a  Government  by  which  they  are  held  in  the  moft 
cniel  oppreffion,  let  him  dilate  on  the  energy  of  its  charafler,  and 
the  extent  of  its  refources,  but  let  him  fairly  ftate  what  is  our  ob- 
je<a,  not  by  the  combined  efforts  of  all  the  defpots  (an  expreflion 
which  I  am  forry  to  find  that  he  has  employed  on  the  prefent  occa- 
lion,  as  it  is  the  fame  which  is  adopted  by  the  National  Conven- 
tion) but  by  our  own  efforts,  in  conjundtion  with  thofe  of  every 
regular , Government  in  Europe,  to  afford  France  the  means  of 
working  its  own  deliverance,  and  to  effcft  the  overthrow  of  a  power\ 
equally  at  enmity  with  the  happinefs  of  its  fubjedts,  and  the  general 
order  of  fociety.  In  that  objeft,  in  fpite  of  temporary  difficulties 
and  temporary  difappointments^  we  are  determined  to  perfevere  w|th 
a  vigour  proportioned  to  the  obftacles  which  we  have  to'encounter^ 
till  at  laft  we  reach  the  end  which  we  have  in  view,  though  hitherto 
placed  at  a  diftance ;  and  obtain,  upon  a  footing  of  permaner\ce^ 
peace  which  can  only  be  valuable  fo  far  as  it  is  (ecure.  Such  is 
the  objedt  which  was  ftated  in  His  Majefty *s  Speech  of  laft  feffion^ 
and  which  has  been  fo  often  repeated  in  the  prefent,  however  it  may 
have  been  mifunderftood  or  mifreprefented  by  thofe  gentlemen  who 
have  oppofed  the  war.  This  object  remains  precifely  the  fame,  as 
it  ever  has  been  fince  the  commencement  of  the  conteft  in  which  w^ 
are  engaged.  And  furely  we  fliould  be  liable  to  the  charge  of  the 
greateft  imbecilKty,  and  the  moft  difgraceful  timidity,  if,  aftbr  hav- 
ing been  parties  to  all  the  pledges  and  declarations^  wh^ch  have  fo 
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repeatedly  been  made,  we  fhould  allow  the  ill  fucceffes  of  a  few 
weeks,  the  temporary  evacuation  of  a  country,  fo  much  expofed  to  fuf- 
fer  from  all  the  accidents  of  war,  and  whofc  fate  it  has  fo  frequently 
been,  in  almoft  every  conteft,  to  undergo  a  change  of  maftqrs,  and 
fucceffively  pafs  into  different  hands,  fo  to  unnerve  the  tone  of  our 
minds,  fo  totally  to  cloud  every  profpedl  of  a  favourable  ilTue,  as 
to  induce  us  to  difcontinue  our  exertions^  and  finally  abandon  our 
objed.  Do  we  not  recoUecl  the  price  which  tlie  enemy  have  paid 
for  tliat  partial  fuccefs,  which  they  have  been  able  to  atchieve,  and 
the  favourable  circumftanccs,  in  which,  taking  in  all  the  contraft 
of  fituation,  we  ftill  can  maintain  the  conteft.  I  think  not  fo  little 
of  myfelf,  or  of  the  coqntry,  with  the  care  of  whofe  interefts  I  am 
tD  a  certain  degree  intrufted,  as  to  fuppofe,  upon  the  whole,  that  from 
the  influence  of  a  few  finifter  events,  we  fhould  have  recourfe  to  a 
.meafure  fo  humiliating  as  to  recede  from  all  the  principles  to  which 
we  have .  fo  folemnly  pledged  ourfelvcs,  and  renounce  an  enterprife 
in  which  our  moft  important  interefts  are  involve4.  Mortiiied  ar\d 
difappointed,  I  muft  indeed  confefs,  myfelf,  that  the  fuccefs  on  the 
Continent,  has  not,  in  fome  late  inftances,  been  equal  either  to  the 
juftice  of  our  caufe,  or  the  vigour  of  our  -exertions  ;  but  were  that 
ill  fuccefs  ten  times  greater  than  it  hitherto  has  been,  it  would  not 
one  jot  alter  my  opinion  with  rcfpedl  to  the  profecution  of  the  war, 
and  the  propriety  of  rejed^ing  the  advice  of  the  honourable  gentle- 
man, which,  if  purfiied  at  the  prefent  roomeut,  would,  in  my  view 
of  circumftanccs,  lead  to  a  conduft  equally  imprudent  and  difgrace- 
ful.  The  honourable  gentleman  afks  what  promife  has  been  hitherto 
made  by  Miniftry  that,  has  not  been  broken  r  I  anfwer,  that  no  pro- 
mifes  were  made.  We  only  pledged  ourfelves  upon  principles ;  we 
only  engaged  for  exertions^  Should  we  adopt  his  advice,  we  would 
then  truly  forfeit  our  pledge.  But  while  we  ftated  that  no  exertion 
/Would  be  wanting  on  our  part,  did  we  ever  promife  that  thefe  exertions 
would  be  attended  with  fuccefs  ?  Nor  will  I,  at  this  moment,  hold 
.out  to  you  any  fanguine  grounds  of  hope  or  confidence.  I  will  only 
flate,  that  in  this  monient  of  temporary  difficulty,  and  confiderable 
difappoihtment,  my  hopes  of  ultimate  fuccefs  are  by  no  means  funk; 
I  think  fo  well  of  the  Powers  of  Europe,  as  to  believe  that  they 
poflefs  the  means  of  deftroying  the  common  enemy,  and  that  no 
inclination  is  wanting  to  co-operate  cordially  for  this  purpofe ;  and 
confident  I  am  that  a  good  example  will  ever  be  exhibited  to 
the  other  Powers  on  the  part  of  this  country,  both  in  point  of 
zeal  and  exertion  in  carrying  on  the  conteft^  As  to  the  Pruffian 
.fubfidy,  I  have  only  to  obfcrve  that  His  Majefty's  Minifters  are 
refponfible^  both  for  not  being  deficient  in  fulfilling  the  terms  of 


A.  J  794-  DEBATES.  459 

the  treaty  with  refpcd  to  his  Pniifian  Majcfly,  and  for  cnfiwdng,  as 
far  as  they  can,  the  execution  of  thofc  ftipulations  entered  into  with 
relpe6l  to  this  countn\     On  their  rcfponfibility  the  matter  muft  at 
prefent  reft.     Where  thefe  tnx^s  ought  to  be  employed,  whether 
they  have  been  moft  ufeful  in  the  pofiticMi  which  they  have  hitherto 
occupied,  or  ought  to  be  transferred  to  fome  other  fituation,  and 
ijvhat  are  the  views  at  prefent  entertained  with  refpcft  to  their  future 
deftination  and  employment,  are  qucftions,  which  no  man  who 
wilhes  well  to  the  fuccefs  of  the  war  can  poffibly  defire  me  to  anfwer. 
As  to  the  ftate  in  which  this  counti}"  is  placed  with  rcfpcft  to  Ame- 
rica, the  moment  that  a  pcrfon  has  arrived  in  order  to  adjuft  any 
difficulties  that  may  have  arifcn  bct^-ecn  the  two  countries,  and  form 
a  permanent  arrangement  with  refpeft  to  the  future,  is  furelv  of  all 
other  the  mod  improper  moment  for  the  difcuillon  pmpofed  by  the 
.honourable  gentleman.     Sjch  a  difcuflion  could  tend  only  to  throw 
difEculties  in  die  way  of  n^ociation,  and  defeat  the  effort  of  any 
arrangement  that  may  otherwife  take  place.      I  do  not  ki^ow  whe- 
ther .what  I  have  faid  on  each  of  thefe  points  will  tend  to  induce 
the  honourable  gentleman  to  withdraw  his  motion  of  which  he  has 
given  notice,  to  addrefs  His  Majefty   not  to  prorogue  Pariiament, 
in  order  that  it  may  continue  to  fit  by  fhort  adjournments :  in  the 
event  of  his  making  fach  a  motion,  I  (hall  certainly  for  the  reafons 
which  I  have  now  afligncd,  give  it  my  decided  negative.      What 
is  the  tendency  of  fuch  a  motion,  but  that  Parliament  (hould  con- 
tinue fitting  in  order  to  fupcrfede,  or  control,  the  fundlions  of  the 
^Executive  Government  ?   If  it  is  fitting  that  the  wvlt  (hould  be  at 
all  proceeded  in,  it  is  fitting  that  it  (liould  be  conduced  by  thofe 
^whom  His  Majefty  has  appointed  for  that  purpofe,  and  who  arc 
refponfible  for  the  excrcilc  of  the  trull  repofed  in  them.    That  Par- 
liament (hould  continue  fitting  in  order  to  watch  the  condu6l  of  the 
^  King  of  PrufTia,  is  a  propofition  only  lefs  abfiird,  than  that  it  (hould 
Jake,  upon  itfelf  the  care  of  managing  a  negociation  with  America. 
Tlie  honourable  gentleman  has  (latcd  that  the  M'niftry  of  Great 
jBrititin  are  unpopular  in  America  ;  he  has  admitted,  however,  that 
there  is  in  that  country  a  Jacobin  party  attached  to  the  French  **!- 
. Jtereft  ;  that  with  fuch  a  party  MiQifters  here  (hould  be  unpopular, 
can  to  them  be  fubjecl  of  no  regret,  but  that  the  honourable  gentle- 
man's correfpondents  in  America  (hould  be  Jacobins,  is  a-circum- 
'  fiance,  which,  if  he  did  not  ftate,   I  certainly  (hould  not  take  upon 
me  to  .affirm.     Wloether  Minifters  be  popular  or  unpopular  in  that 
quarter,  their  popularity  in  this  country  mufl:  depend  upon  their  op- 
pofition  to  Jacobin  principles,  and  to  thofc  who  would  favour  their 
.  ii)trodu£UQn  here,  and  fure  I  am  that  Minifters  have  not  loft  more 

3N  2 


46o  PARLIAMENTARY  A.  1794. 

popularity  in  America,  than  has  been  loft  in  this  country  by  thofi? 
'Members  who  have  cfpoufcd  the  fame  way  of  thinking  with  the  ho- 
I    Bovirible  gentleman.     There  is  another  part  of  his  fpeech  upon 
which  I  muft  remark.     He  has  faid,  that  no  fuppjy  demanded  by 
Minifters  has  been  refufed  by  the  Houfe,  while  no  one  exertion  that 
Ras  bce^  made  in  the  courfe  of  the  conteft  has  been  attended  widi 
fuccef$«     Fronj  th^t  readinefs  and  alacrity  which  has  been  (hewn 
by  the  Houfe  in  granting  fupplies,  I  gather  their  fupport  to  the  ob- 
jc<3  of  the  war.    But  let  me  remind  that  honourable  gentleman^  that 
fee  and  his  friends  have  no  right  to  found  any  claim  upon  their  rea- 
dinefs in  granting  fupplies.     They  have  even  ftated  objeflions 
againft  the  ordinary  mode  of  raifing  troops,  and  made  it  the  objedt 
of  fevere  criticifm.     The  meafure  of  arming  the  country 'for  its 
own  defence,  and  for  this  purpofe  of  calling  forth  its  zeal  and  energy 
by  a  voluntary  fubfcription,  they  nioft  ftrenuoufly  oppofed.     That 
meafure  has  now  been  moft  eminently  fuccefsful ;  it  has  infured  the 
protecSion  of  the  countr)',  and  placed  that  Conftitution,  which  thofe 
gentlemen  affirmed  it  invaded,  beyond  all  reach  of  attack.     When 
it  was  next  propofed  that  this  country,  rich  in  pecuniary  refources, 
moye  than  in  perfonal  exertions,  fhould,  for  the  purpofe  of  increaf- 
ing  its  efforts,  and  carrying  on  with  greater  vigour  the  operations  of 
the  war  on  the  Continent,  fubfidize  fome  of  thofe  military'  powers, 
Whofe  force  <?hiefiy  confiftcd  in  the  number  of  their  foldiers,  whom, 
without  fupplies  of  money,  they  could  not  fupport  in  the  field — this 
propofition  was  no  lefs  refifted  by  the  honourable  gentleman.     The 
fame  oppQfition  was  extended  to  the  meafure  that  had  for  its'  objeft 
the  arming  of  France  againft  its  ufurped  Government,  in  order  that 
by  tlie  co-operation  of  the  found  part  of  tlie  French,  the  allie?  might 
more  fpeedily  and  cfFeilually  fecure  the  obje6t>of  the  \yar.      Such  is 
the  fituation  in  which  tjie  honourable  gentleman  ftands  with  refpeft 
to  the  iiipport  given  to  the  Miniftry  of  this  countr}\     But  his  alarm 
is  now  ftated  as  arlfing  from  recent  events  at  home,  which  feem  to 
have  made  a  ftrong  imprdfioi)  upon  his  mincj.     fie  fays,  that  the 
ctmger  muft  furely  be  alarming,  and  th^  neceffity  urgent  which  could 
in  the  priefent  moment  produce  an  union  of  thofe  who  formerly  dif- 
fered in  political  fentiment ;  And  \vhat  greater  neceffity  can  there 
be  to  faithful  guardians  of  the  Conftjitution  and  fincere  lovers  of 
their  country,  than  to  unite  in  oppofing  the  progrefs  of  a  fyftem, 
which  threatens  tJie  exiftence  of  the  Throne,  the  authority  of  Par- 
liament, and  the  tranquillity  of  the  country  ?— ^We  are  not  now 
contending  whether  this  or  that  family  is  to  govern  the  country  ;  wq 
lire  not  difputing  about  conftitutional  points,  about  a  reform  in  the 
feprefentation  of  the  people,  or  a  new  fyflem  for  the  adipinlftraticaj 
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-of  India ;  wc  arc  not  contcfting  the  wifdom  or  policy  of  a  peao9 

made  twelve  years  fince,  but  we  are  called  upon  in  the  exiftence  of 

a.  iw^ar  to  decide  what  is  the  bcft  mode  of  defending  our  liberty  and 

jproperty,  of  providing  for  the  independence  of  this  country,  and  the 

fecurity  of  Europe.     If  we  tender  thcfe  objefts,  if  wc  cherifti  the 

^ncmory  of  our  anceftors,  if  we  regard  the  intcreils  of  our  pofterity, 

"we  can  have  no  heiitation  in  perfevering  in  the  prcfent  conteft  with 

unditniniftied  ardour,  and  increafing  txertion.    On  thefe  principles 

^fvc  are  united,  on  thcfe  wc  will  continue  to  aft  ;  whatever  may  be 

tile  degree  of  fuccefs,  our  exertions  (hall,  not  be  wanting,  animated 

by  the  firm  determination  to  facrifice  every  thing,  even  life  itfelf,  if 

it  fhould  be  neccffaiy,  in  maintaining  the  caufe  in  which  wc  are 

engaged.     Such  are  the  fer\timents  which  I  have  ever  avowed,  ;md 

I  have  only  to  return  my  thanks  to  the  honourable  gentletnan  for 

the  additional  opportunity  he  has  afforded  me  of  repeating  them  oa 

the  prcfent  occafion. 

Mr.  GREY  faid,  tliat  he  had  liflened  to  the  right  honourable 
gentleman  with  the  moft  fixed  attention. — The  right  honourable 
gentleman  had  given  to  the  queftions  put  by  his  honourable  friend* 
exa6Hy  that  fort  of  an  anfwer  which  he  expefted  to  hear  from 
him, — he  had  treated  the  prcfent  diftrefTing  (ituation  of  our  arms« 
merely  as  a  temporary  accident  which  was  the  effeft  of  the  chanoo 
of  war,  and  which  the  chance  of  war  might  as  foon  repair.  But 
he  defired  the  right  honourable  gentleman  fcriouHy  to  confider  what 
our  condition  now  was :  It  was  now  the  fccond  year  fince  wc  had 
involved  ourfelves  in  the  prcfent  calamitous  hoflilities,  and  how 
were  we  fituated  ?  After  an  expencc  of  above  twenty  mUlions,  and 
an  ufelefs  wafte  of  blood,  we  were  prccifely  juft  where  wc  were, 
having  loft,  in  the  prefent  campaign,  the  Netherlands,  which  it 
had  been  our  boaft  fo  much  to  have  recovered  during  the  laft.  Af- 
ter all  this  diftrefTing  expence,  attended  alfo  with  fuch  unfavourable 
events,  it  would  become  highly  neceffary  to  confider  the  probability 
of  fucceeding  in  the  extermination  of  the  Jacobin  Government  of 
France, '  which  now  was  unequivocally  ftated  to  be  the  ultimate 
point  and  defired  end  which  we  propofed  to  cfFedl  by  carrying  on  the 
war.  His  honourable  friend  had  been  rather  fevcrcly  treated,  bc- 
caufe  he  had  ftated  that  extermination  was  the  objed  of  Miniftcn*; 
but  it  had  been  undefervedly,  for  it  was  evident,  however  they  dif- 
fered in  term,  in  cfTence  that  was  the  objedi  meant.  The  Minifter 
feid  it  was  not  the  extermination,  but  the  defiruftion  of  the  prcfent 
Government  of  France  that  was  their  objed.  He  profeflTed  he  was 
totally  at  a  lofs  to  difcov^r  where  lay  the  real  and  effential  difFercnee 
^jetwccn  the  two  ideas  conveyed  by  thqfe  words.     The  qupftion  for 
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oatdideration  flicn  was.  What  j^s  the  probability  of  eitfcnmna^ng, 
<jr  deteoying,  if  they  liked  the  word  beft,  the  Jacobins  of  Paris  i 
Was  not  this  to  be  eflFcfted  by  our  armies,  and  could  it  be  done 
without  the  conqueft  of  France,  which  was  fo  much  denied  to  be 
Acir  intention  by  the  gentlemen  oppofite  to  him  ?  We  had  now  th^ 
events  of  two  campaigns  before  our  eyes,  and  they  would  prove  as 
very  important  leffons  to  us,  if  we  were  prepared  to  draw  inftru^ion 
Aom  them.     After  all  that  had  now  paffed,  could  we  entertain  any 
well-grounded  hopes,  founded  upon  ejfperience,  that  we  had  inade 
ar^  progre£s  towards  our  objc6l ; — quite  the  contrary.      After  aU 
the  expience  already  incurred,  after  all  the  lives  ak^dy  facrificed, 
we  were  exa<Stly  at  the  point  from  which  we  fet  out.      This  was 
ipeaking  the  ttioft  favourably  of  our  fituation,  for  it  was  .pot  cfcar 
that  we  were  not  in  a  worfc  fituation  than  when  we  firft  ehteroi 
into  this  war.     The  right  honourable  gentleman  had  built  much 
upon  the  afliftance  we  were  to  receive  from  the  well-difpofcd  inh^- 
iahts  of  France ;  but  how  had  that  turned  o^t  in  point  of  ife£t? 
'Were  the  people  of  Toulon  to  he  taken  as  an  exan\ple  ?   Did  they 
flock  to  our  ftandard  when  we  offered  them  a  Government  which 
'Was  fuppofed  to  be  moft  congenial  to  their  wifhes  ?   Or  were  the  in- 
habitants of  the  northern  frontier  to  be  adduced  as  inftances  of  what 
might  be  expedted  from  the  co-operation  of  the  loyal  Fr<jnch  with 
our  ovm  armies  ?   In  the  moft  favourable  and .  fuccefsful  period  of 
our  arms,   we  found  no  fuch  inclination  on  their  parts.    Whejre  did 
the  right  honourable  gentleman  difcovcr  any  of  that  inciinJition, 
^hich  he  had  repeatedly  affured  the  Houfe,  dwelt  in  the  hearts  ef 
thoufands,.and  would  immediately  difcovcr  itfelf  .when  the  opportu- 
nity fhould  prefent  for  fo  doing?  Nothing  appeared  to  juftify  the 
fuppofition  ;  yet,  neverthelefs,  it  was  now  declared  in  that  Houfe, 
by  the  right  honourable  gentleman,  that  were  affairs  ten  times  more 
difaftrous  than  at  this  moment  they  are,  he  would  ftill  perfevere. 
He  rejoiced  much  to  hear  him  make  fo  pointed  a  declaration ;  at 
the  fame  time  he  confidered  it  as  truly  alarming.      Rut  he  rejoiced, 
becaufe  now  the  public  were,  now  in  full  poffeffion  of  wh.::  his  fen- 
timcnts  were  ;   and  therefore  would  no  longer  be  enveloped  in  that 
•impenetrable  veil  of  fecrefy  and  myftery  which  had  fo  long  fhroud^d 
•     1  public  tranfaaions.     He  muft,  however,  again  add,  that  though 

•  MinUr^^^  ^^  hear  fuch  a  dirca  avowal  of  what  the  j^itentions  of 

•  '^ith^wh-^  iTvf^'  ^^  ^^^^  ^^^'^  alarmed  at  that  determined  qbftinacy 
vre  to  att  perceived  them  .  aauited.  How  much  longer  were 
attained  u'"^^  ^^  accomplifli  a  point  which  all  the  experience  we  had 
Were  we  t^^  ^^^^  fubjea,  demonftrated  to  us  to  be  impraiSticable  ? 

^o  purfuo  it  until  we  had  plunged  ourfelves  intoinexfticable 
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ruin  ?   Some  of  thofe  papers  which,  in  behalf  of  Miniftcrs,  wcre.in- 
ccflantly  labouring  to  miflead  and  delude  the  public  mind,  had  lately 
made  ufe  of  this  curious  argument,  to  reconcile  us  to  our  prefent 
misfortunes— -That  now  that  all  danger  from  without  was  likely  to 
ceafe,  the  French  Government  muft  of  courfe  crumble  to  pieces  by 
internal  divifions.     Happy  profpeft  this,  where  defeat  is  vi£t<My, 
aild  where  the  only  hope  of  advantage  muft  be  derived  fix)m  a  con- 
tinuance of  lofs  and  difappointment !  How  much  longdr  were  we  to 
perfift  in  fuch  abfurdity !     What  greater  and  more  difaftrous  lofTed 
were  we  to   endure,  before  we  could  be  induced  to  rclinquifti  att 
Objedt  fo  unattainable !  What  wafte  of  blood  and  treafure  was  "Am 
miferable  country  fated  to  continue  to  deplore,  ere  we  fhould  be  im- 
daced  to  acknowledge  that  Republic,   which,  he  openly  and  boldly 
avowed  it  as  his  opinion,  we  fhould,  fooner  or  later,  be  neceffitated 
to  do.     The  right  honourable  gentleman  looked  as  though  he  wai 
furprifqd  at  this  affertion  ;  but  he   again   repeated  it,  he  believed, 
and  experience  juftified  the  conclufion,  that  we  ftiould  be  compeHefl 
to  negoci ate  with  th^t  Jacobin  Government  we  now  affefted  to  de^ 
ftroy.     He  reminded  the  Houfe,  thatthe  prefent  were  not  the  onlj- 
or  firft  Miniftry  who  had  held  the  fame  lofty  language,  and   hafd 
been  obliged  to  recant.     Minifters  had  furely  forgotten  the  cafe  of 
America.     There,  that  fame  Congrcfs  which  had  been  held  out  as 
traitors  and  rebels,  were  at  laft  admitted  as  the  legal  reprefentatives 
of  free  people.     He  and  his  friends  had  repeatedly  endeavoured  to 
perfuade  the  Houfe,  though  inefFedually,  to  adopt  the  mode  of  nc- 
gociation.     He  now  again  made  the    fame  attempt,  before  it  w*5 
too  late.     We  had  certainly  met  many  difaftrous  accidents  on  the 
Continent,  but  our  fticcefles  elfewhere  had  rendered  it  ftill  in  our 
power  to  offer  terms  of  treaty  without  any  way  degrading  ourfelvcs, 
or  abating  our  dignity  a3   a  great  and  refpc(ftable  nation.     The 
right  honourable  gentleman  affirmed  it  to  be  pufiUanimity  to  fue  for 
peace.     He  meant  no  fuch  thing  as  fuing  to  them,  or  any  other 
people  in  the  world.     He  wifhed  for  peace,  but  he  wiftied  for  4t 
upon  no  other  terms  than   fuch  as  were  confiftent  with  the  honour 
and  the  dignity,  equally  with  the  interefts  of  the  nation.      He  hail 
therefore  no  hefitation  to  repeat  his  propofition^  and  again  eameftly 
exhorted  that  Houfe,  to  do  that,  in  the  prefent  inftance,  which 
they  would  be  bound  to  do  in  the  end — ^acknowledge  the  Republic 
upon  terms  reciprocal,  fair  and  honourable  to  both  countries.  Su<*h 
a  prbpofition  he  had  made  at  the  breaking  out  of  hoftiliti^es ;  hid 
repeated  it  during  their  progrefs  ;  and  now  moft  ferioufly  and  ear- 
neflly  prefTed  it  srgain  for  their  confideratio'n  and  acceptance.     The 
.    right  honourable  gentleman  avowed  himfelf  o£an  opimon  diawwt»i- 
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callv  oppoGte.  However  Ibny  he  migKt  be  for  this  in  oftier  re- 
ipeds,  in  (me  fenfe  he  was  pleafed  at  his  declared  determination  to 
perfift  in  his  plan  of  hoftility ;  for  he  hoped  and  trufted  it  would 
loufe  the  country  to  an  interference  fo  neceflary  for  their  falvation. 
He  had  no  doubt,  but  that  numbers,  judging  from  the  paft  readi- 
xiefs  .with  which  the  right  honourable'  gentleman  had  relinquiihed 
former  aflcrtions,  had  indulged  the  hope  he  would  have  done  fo  on 
die  prefent  occafion  ;  and  fo  they  had  acquiefced- ;  his  condud  upoii 
the  prefent  occafion  extinguifhed  fuch  hope,  and  he  trufted  they 
"would  adi  accordingly.  The  next  point  to  which  the  right  honour- 
.able  gentleman  had  adverted,  was 'the  Pruflian  treaty.  Mehacf, 
upon  this,  as  upon  former  occafions  of  a  like  nature,  availed  him- 
fclf  of  the  ftale  argument  of  State  fecrets  !  Upon  this  occafion,  he 
could  not  help  wilhing  for  the  affiftance  of  a  right  honourable  gentle- 
man (Mr.  Windham)  who  had  vacated  his  feat,  and  who,  upon  a 
former  occafion,  had  fo  fuccefsfully  and  ably  combated  and  expofed 
the  fallacy  of  fuch  a  defence.  The  right  honourable  gentleman  af- 
fedied  to  fay  he  could  not  explain  why  the  troops  promifed  tinder  the 
treaty  had  never  made  tlieir  appearance.  The  motion  of  his  ho- 
nourable friend  went  not  to  inveftigate  into  caufes  or  efFeds,  but 
merely  to  afccrtain  a  matter  of  fadl ;  namely,  whether  the  money 
had  been  paid,  and  whether  the  troops  ftipulated  for  were  employed  ? 
This  was  to  be  anfwered  with  the  word  which  poflTeflfed  fuch  a 
charm  in  it — fecrct ! .  He  was  ready  to  admit,  indeed,  that  the 
whole  was  a  fecret — a  fecret  why  the  treaty  was  entered  into  at  all — 
a  fecrct  why  fuqh  a  fum  of  money  was  granted — ^arfd  a  fecret  where 
the  troops  fo  paid  for  were  now  to  be  found.  The  next  point  ^- 
luded  to  by  the  right  honourable  gentleman  was,  our  fituation  with 
America*  And  here  too,  he  was  obliged  to  have  recourfe  to  his 
cxcufe — State  fecrefy.  Upon  this  he  (hould  only  obferve,  that  the 
motion,  with  regard  to  this  part  of  it,  was  only  offered,  in  order  to 
afford  Parliament  an  opportunity  of  timely  interfering  for  the  pur- 
|)ofe  of  preventing  that  war,  which  the  obftinacy  of  Adminifhiition 
would  give  them  caufe  to  repent  of  hereafter.  A  charge  had  been 
brought  forward  by  the  right  honourable  gentleman,  that  tliofe  with 
whom  he  had  been  in  the  habits  of  acting,  had  continually  oppofed 
the  meafures,  adopted  as  neceflfary  for  the  conduft  of  the  war.— 
He  was  ready  to  avow  the  whole  of  their  conduct  upon  the  occafion, 
which  he  affirmed  could  not  fairly  be  accufed  of  throwing  impedi- 
ments in  the  way  of  Governmfint ;  on  the  contrary,  their  condudt 
during  the  war  was  founded  upon  truly  conftitutional  principles,  un- 
Icfs  it  were  laid- down  as  a  fundamental  propofition,  that  the  moment 
Mimfters  chofc  to  ^plunge  the  nation  into  the  miferies  of  war^  all 
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oppofition  to  their  meafures  »id  ichemes  mu(t  become  uilconftitu** 
tional.     But  what  was  the  feft  with  rcfpeft  to  this  chai^  againft 
what  was  termed  againft  the  Oppofidon  ?    In  the  firft  place,  witli- 
rtfysSt  to  the  propc^tion  for  increafing  the  internal  foite  of  the  kii^- 
dcHn,  did  diey  oppofe  the  meafure  itfelf?    On  the  porltrary,  did 
they  not  endeavour  to  promote  the  arming  of  the  country,  only  en- 
deavouring to  render  the  mocle  conftitutional,  by  legalizing,  with- 
the  fan£tion   of  Parliament,  thofe  fubfcriptions,  which,  witho\;it 
fuch  previous  confent,  they  contended,  and  juftly,   were  perfe6tjy 
illegal  and  unconftitutional  ?   In  the  next  place,  did  they  oppofe  the 
grant  of  the  fuj^lies  ?    If  they  oppofed  the  Pruffian  fubfidy,  Aey 
were  ready  to  grant  the  fame  fum  to  be  ap];died  to  other  purpofes, 
and  oppofed  the  application  of  it  in  that  particular  way,  becaufe  they 
coniidered  it  as  an  immenfe  fum,  difpofed  for  very  inadequate  pur- 
pof^^.     Whether  they  in  their  conjeftures  were  right  or  wrong,  Ic^ 
die  events  deelare.     Upon  the  Emigrant  Force  bill  too,  what  had 
been  done  in  tlus  meafure  fo  highly  vaunted  of  at  the  time  of  its 
propc^al,  or  what  force  was  raifed  of  thofe  five  hundred  thoufand  '^ 
men,  which  were  to  flock  to  our  ftandard  the  moment  the  meafure 
was  adopted  ?  Upon  all  thefe  grounds,  therefore,  of  oppofidon,  in- 
ftead  of  reproach,  they  h^d  a  claim  to  praife  for  their  forefi^t,  and 
he  oonfsfifed  himfelf i^tNid  in  the  part  he  had  taken  u^n  the  feveral 
occafions.     The  laft  topic  treated  on  by  the  right  honourable  gentle- 
man, was  the  connexion  recently  formed  between  him  and  fome* 
who  bad  heretofore  been  hoftile  to  every  meafure  of  his  Admlniftra- 
tion*     Upon  this  topic  he  had  little  to  fay.     The  right  honourable 
gentleman  had  laboured  to  ftate  iheir  'having  pafled  over  many 
points  of  difference  which  had  hitherto  exifted  between  them  ;  but 
he  had  ftudioufly  avoided  the  grand  point  which  had  been  deemed 
the  infurmountable  obfl:acle  to  a  coalition,  namely,  the  exiftence  o£ 
an  Adminiftradon)  which,  both  by  its  commencement  and  conti- 
nuance, was  held  to  be  equally  difgracefiil  to  the  Commons^  and . 
dai^erous  to   the  conftitution,  and  which  could  not  be  foigiven 
without  full  and  ^mple  atonement  firft  made  for  its  paft  mifcondu6l« 
With  thofe  who'fo  thought,  and  hitherto  fo  afted,  was  the  right 
honourd3le  gentleman  now  connedted,  without  any  fuch  atonetnent 
infifted  on  or  made.     He  was  equally  glad  with  the  ri^t  honour- 
4de  gentleman,  at  thedifeuffioh  die  prefent  evening  had  given  birth 
to,  as  ^Sotding  him  an  opportunity  of  ftadi^  his  fendments  to  thf 
country  at  laige,  on  which  he  would  leave  them  to  make  tiicir  own 
/comment.     At  all  events,  he  prayed  to  God,  diat  that  country 
migjit  not  radically  fuffer  by  a  condud  on  the  part  of  Minifters, 

y^.  xxxvm.  a<5 
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which  he  could  not  but  daem  moft  difaftroos  and  om^hous  widiit- 
fpcft  to  its  future  fituation.  "  ■  ' 

Mr.  SHERIDAN,  in  reply,  cxpreffcd  his  thanks  to  Mr.  Pitt, 
for  having  explicitly  avowed  that  the  obje6l  of  the  war  was  the  dc- 
ftrudion  of  the  Government  of  France ;  at  the  fame  tinic  he  deeplf 
lamented  this  determination  of  Minifters.  Had  not  the  experioice 
of  two  campaigns  (hewn  them  the  impra£ticability  of  the  attempt  ? 
Would  not  the  difgraces  and  difafters  we  have  fufFered,  within  the 
lad  fix  weeks,  convince  every  man  of  the  dangerous  fituation  into 
which  the  country  had  been  plunged  by  the  rafh  meafures  of  Admi- 
niftration  proceeding  on  this  principle,  that  we  had  no  fecurity  for 
peace,  in  treating  with  the  prefent  Government  of  France,  whidi  in 
fad  was  the  only  Government  that  had  kept  its  faidi,  not  .indeed 
with  their  allies,  for  France  had  none,  but  the  Rulers  of  France 
had  pledged  themfelves.  to  the  people  that  they  would  re-oonquer 
Toulon,  and  they. kept  their  word:  they  had  promifed  to  invade 
Flanders,  and  they  had  totally  over-run  it:  fo  that  it  (hould  feem, 
that  the  Republican  Government  of  France  was  the  only  one  in  Eu- 
rope which  appeared  to  be  true  to  its  engagements ;  for,  had  not  the 
ifCing  of  Pruflia  bafely  violated  his  engagements  to  this  countiy  ?  Was 
it  not  the  fed,  that  inftead  of  fending  the  troops  for  which  he  had 
been  paid  by  us,  and  which  were  to  have  co-operated  with  the  BritUh 
in  Flanders,  (who,  in  confequence  of  his  breach  of  faith,  had  been 
expofed  to  a  fituation  in  which  their  valour  was  unavailing;  that  he 
had  employed  them  for  the  dctcftable  purpofe  of  plundering  and 
murdering  the  diftreffed  Poles,  in  conjundion  with  the  Emprefs  of 
Ruflia,  who  had  likewife  failed  in  performing  her  engagements  ^  for 
fhe  had  not  furniftied  a  man  nor  a  rouble  towards  the  objedt  <rf  the 
war,  although  we  had  ftipulated  not  to  make  peace  withotit  her  cpn- 
currence.  At  the  time  that  the  Britilh  fleet,  with  inferior  force, 
for  which  Minifters  defer ved  reprobation,  were  glorioufly  combatl[}g 
the  enemy,  had  not  the  Spaniards  refufed  to  fend  out  a  fleet  to  cap- 
ture, or  to  make  the  attempt  on  the  American  fleet,  which  the 
French  regarded  as  their  grand  refource,  the  failing  of  which  for 
France,  had  been  pnevioufly  known  ^Imoft  for  the  fpace  of  a  year. 
Was  it  not  true  that  the  Dutch, .  who  were  fo  {>roudly  fi:iled  one  of 
the  great  Maritime  powers,  had  not  a  fingle  (hip  of  the  line  at  fea  to 
aflift  us.  The  Emperor  had  failed  in  his  engagement  of  keeping  up 
the  number  of  troops  he  promifed,  as  had  the  King  of  Sardinia. 
This  country  had  alfo  violated  its  faith  to  the  Toulonefe,  by  infring- 
ing the  terms  on  which  they  had  furrendered  their  town;  and  alfo 
with  regard  to  the  hopes  held  out  to  the  Royalifts  in  Normandy  of 
afllilancc  from  us,  when  we  had  contented  ourjfelves  with  keeping  a 
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body  of  troops  on  the  coaft  of  Hampftiirc,     Thus  it  appeared,  that 
the  French  Government  was  the  only  one  that  appeared  to  have  no 
privilege  to  break  Its  faith,  which  all  the  allies' had  done  as  they  found 
occafion.     It  appeared  to  him,  that  Minifters  had  a  patent  for  mif- 
ftating  fads:  on  a  former  occafion,  the  right  honourable  gentleman 
(Mr.  Pitt)  had,  with  that  pompous  declamation  which  he  could  alTume 
when  it  anfwered  his  purpofe,  defcanted  on  the  great  importance  of 
the  Netherlands  to  the  general  caufc ;  but  now  that  the  French  Had 
poiTeflion  of  thefe  provinces,  the  language  of  that  gentleman  was, 
that  we  ought  not  to  be  difcouraged  at  a  trifling  check,'  or  any  ac- 
cidental advantage  gained  by  the  enemy.     He  always  had  an  high 
idea  of  the  courage  of  that  honourable  gentleman  ;  he  was  fo  valianf 
diat  he  would  by  no  means  be  qualified  to  defend  a  fortification,  for 
he  would  not  be  able  to  confine  himfelf  within  the  ramparts.     He 
faid  the  right  honourable  gentleman  had  fo  particularly  alluded  to 
his  parliamentary  conduct,  and  the  oppofition  he  always  gave  to  the 
meafures  of  Government,  that  he  thanked  the  right  honourable  gen- 
tleman for  giving  him  that  opportunity  of  replying  to  this  charge, 
which  he  was  pleafed  to  bring  againft  him.     He  had  no  Hefitation 
in  denying  the  faft,  and  he  defied  the  right  honourable  gentleman 
to  point  out  an  inllance  of  his  oppofing  any  meafure  of  Government 
which  was  adually  neceffary,  or  had  obtained  the  fan6lioni:nd  ap- 
probation of  Parliament.     Upon  fuch  occafions,  he  might  aik  the 
right  honourable  gentleman  if  he  had  ever  oppofed  the  fupplies  for 
carrying  into  execution  the  neceffary  operations  which  had  been  ap- 
proved by  Parliament.    The  fyftem  and  obje6^  of  the  war,  and  the 
corrJuS  in  carrying  it  on,  was  what  he  had  oppofed,  becaufe  he 
faw  it  was  abfurd,  erroneous  and  deftrudlive  to  the  country ;  and 
upon  all  occafions  where  he  had  oppofed,  he  had  fairly  and  candidly 
fbted  his  reafons  for  oppofition,  which  the  right  honourable  gentle- 
mad  glofled  over  by  a  general  charge  of  his  having  uniformly  oppo- 
fed  every  meafure  fuggefted  by  Goverr^ment,  for  a  profccution  of 
the  war.     The  right  honourable  gentleman  had  inftanced  the.  oppo- 
fition he  had  given  to  the  Pruffian  fubfidy,  the  fubfcriptions,  and 
the  French  emigrant  bill.    As  to  the  Pruffian  fubfidy,  it  was  rather 
unfortunate  for  the  right  honourable  gentleman's  attack,  that  he  had 
oppofed  it  on  the  ground  that  no  dependance  could  be  placed  on  His 
Pruffian  Majefty,  and  that  he  had  warned  Minifters  of  the.  proba- 
bility of  the  troops  bargained  for  being  employed  againft  the  Poles, 
ififtead  of  the  French,  but  he  had  voted  for  the  money  being  raifed  •» 
his  only  objection  was  to  the  mode  of  expenditure,  and  the  event 
juftified  his  condud.     In  like  manner,  when  he  oppofed  the  mfca- 
fure  of  fubfcriptions,  it  was  on  conftitutional  grounds  ;  but  he  had 
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exprefsly  iaid  that  he  had  no  obje£lion  diereto,  i^hen  it  (hould  have 
received  the  fanflion  of  Parliament.     The  French  emigrant  bill-he 
oppofed  on  the  ground  of  its  impradlicability,  for  he  could  not  think 
it  poffible  for  Miniflers  to  fend  into  France  thefe  unfortunate  men, 
who  were  certain  of  being  executed  if  taken  by  their  countrymen; 
and  it  appeared,  that  notwithfiandipg  the  pompous  declaration  of 
the  Secretary  of  State  (Mr.  Dundas,)  that  he  expected  five  hundred 
thoufand  emigrants  would  be  embodied ;  one  hundred  were  not  in 
arms.     On  the  fubjcft  of  the  Pruffian  troops,  the  right  honourable 
gentleman  (Mr.  Pitt)  had  enveloped  himfelf  in  myftery.    The  terms 
of  the  treaty  with  His  Pruffian  Majefty  were,  that  by  the  24^1  of 
May  laft  they  were  to  have  been  at  the  place  of  their  dedination,  to 
co-operate  with  the  Britiih:  this  place  muft,  of  courfe,  be  Flanders; 
but  now  it  feems  it  is  a  State  fecret  where  thofe  troops  are,  or  rather 
a  fecret  to  all  the  world.     He  had  always  oppofed  the  dodbine  of 
placing  confidence  in  Minifters ;  and,  on  a  former  occafion,  he  had 
been  fupported  in  his  opinion  by  Mr.  Windham,  whofe  abfonce  he 
regretted  on  this  occafion,  as  he  would  have  expelled  his  coinci- 
dence as  formerly,  on  this  important  point,  that  no  Minifter  had  a 
right  to  infer,  that  there  exiftcd  a  fpirit  of  difafFedion  in  thofe  who 
would  not  give  implicit  confidence  to  Government  in  any  means 
which  t*  y  chofe  to  adopt  in  carrying  their  meafures  into  efieft. 
He  trufted,  that  when  the  gcndemen  who  were  coming  into  Ad- 
minidration  (hould  have  confidcred  the  ftate  of  refponfibility  in 
which  they  were  to  ftand,  they  would  relax  forhewhat  with  regard 
to  the  extremity  to  which  Mr.  Pitt  had  faid  the  war  was  to  be  car- 
ried, that  we  muft  exterminate  die  Frcndi;  fc«r  however  the  right 
honourable  gentleman  might  quibble  in  his  expreflions,  fuch  was 
certainly  the  precife  meaning  of  theip.     It  had  not  appeared  that 
the  French  had  afked  us  to  interfere  in  their  concerns,  as  they 
fcemed  well  fatisfied  with  their  ptcfent  Government ;  we  had.  no 
r^ht  to  interfere  with  it.     He  lamented  the  derelidlion  of  principle 
in  the  Duke  of  Portland  and  Mr.  Windliam,  'v^ho  had  uniformly 
declared  that  they  could  not  aft  with  the  prefent  Adminiftration, 
on  account  of  the  manner  they  had  come  into  office,  in  contempt  of 
the  Hodfe  of  Commons,  and  the  meafures  they  afterwards  purfued.r 
As  the  day  of  account  muft  at  length  arrive,  he  trufted  tbcfe  gentle- 
men would  conlider  the  perilous  fituation  in  which  th6y  ftoodin 
uniting  themfelves  with  Mr.  Pitt,  and  adopt  timely  meafufes  for  the 
reftoration  of  peace,  before  it  (hould  be  too  late,  while  we  po&ffed 
the  means  of  making  it  on  equitable  terms*     His  object  was  un- 
equivocally to  acknowledge  the  French  Republic. 
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'     He  was  perfuaded/>mth  his  fncad,  (Mr*  Gttj)  tbau:  we  flioidd  be 
compelled  to  do  as  we  had  done  in  the  cafeof  the  American  war ;  it 
was  then  objedled  that  we  could  not  treat  with  Ae  iniamoas'  Con« 
grefiii  but  eventually  we  were  oUiged  to  fubmit  to  this  humiliation. 
Now  it  was  faid  we  cannot  treat  with  die  Government  of  France^ 
which  yet  we  muft  certainly  do  in  the  end,  for  it  cannot  be  fuppofed 
that  we  are  to  cany  on  war  wtule  there  is  a  man  or  a  guinea  in  the 
country.     The  rig^t  honourable  gentleman  had  objefled  to  his  uiing 
the  word  defpof^  as  one  adopted  by  the  Members  of  the  French  Con- 
vention ;  but  no  infinuation  of  that  kind  (hould  have  any  effect  on 
him:  if  by  the  word  Monarch  was  meant  the  Firft  Magidrate  of 
.any  w^ll-governed  State,  he  would  not  apply  it  to  the  defpot  of  Pe- 
tcrflbuigh,  or  the  defpot  of  Berlin,  who  had  been  guilty  of  fuch  at- 
rocious breach  qf  faidi,  fuch  plunder  and  murder  in  Poland ;  for/ 
in  fpeaking  of  fuch  nefarious  actions,  he  could  not  be  very  nice  in 
the  feleflion  .of  his  words.     The  right  honourable  gentleman,  in 
fpeaking  of^thcfe  our  worthy  allies,  had  ufed  the  phrafe  "  Regular 
Governments,"  not  a  very  elegant  one,  in  his  opinion ;    he  liad, 
however/  no  objei^ion  to   the  ufe  of  it,  and  thought  that  of  the 
French  as  much  entitled  to  it  as  any  other,  if  we  were  to  judge  from 
the  regularity  and  difcipline  of  their  armies,  by  which  they  bad  con- 
quered the  moft  renowned  troops  in  the  world.     France  had, at  leaft 
been  confiftcnt  in  her  threats  and  promifes  ;  we  had  felt  that  all  flie 
had  faid  or  promifed  to  do  againft  her  enemies  fhe  had  done,  and 
that  all  that  we  and  our  allies  had  promifed  to  one  another  was  ftill 
undone.     With  regard  to  the  object  of  the  war,  he  was  extremely 
happy  that  he  had  brought  on  this  difcuflioh,  becaufe  it  had  drawn* 
from  the  right  honourable  gentleman  an  explicit  declaratbn  of  his 
precife  views,  how  fatisfaftory  and  gratifying  it  would  be  to  the 
country  to  know  what  thefe  views  were,  was  another  queftion.    He 
had  no  doubt  the  honourable  gentleman  would  periift  in  his  opini-. 
ons  and  meafures :  the  proceedings  ^f  that  day  evinced  his  ufual 
obfiinacy.     Indeed  he  (hould  not  expeft  him  to  retra<a ;  he  knew. 
well  the  loftinefs  of  his  tones,  even  when  manifeftly  wrong,  and 
his  diflike  to  make  apology  for  the  abfurdity  of  his  condu6t.     The 
day,  however,  would  foon  come  wh^n  his  conduA  and  his  views 
would  appear  to  the  country  equally  difgraceful,  refulting  from  a 
degree  of  vanity  and  raflinefs,  bordering,  in  his  opinion,  upon  in-* 
fanity. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  faid  a  few  words  againft  the  motion.  , 
The  queftion  was  then  put,  and  n^tived  without  a  divifion.  ^ 
Mr.  SHERIDAN  iaid,  that  as  Mr.  Pitt  had  rcfufed  to  give 
any  account  of  the  Pruffian  troops,  how,   or  where  th^  were  em- 
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plojred,  or  whedier  Pniffia  had  receii^ed  anjr  pdit  of  the  (ubfidy  o^ 
not,  he  diou^t  it  unneoeffiiry  to  trouble  the  Houfe  with  any  far- 
ther motion.  / 
.  Mr.  Chancellor  PITT,  after  paying  fome  elegant  compliments 
to  Captain  Harv^  and  to  Captain  Hutt,  for  their  gallant  condud 
in  the  late  A£tion,  faid  he  was  fure  the  Houfe  would  not  refufe  the 
iame  tribute  of  gratitude  to  the  memory  of  thofe  ofj^cers  which  had 
been  paid  before— -He  fhould  therefore  move,    , 

**  That  an  humble  addrefs  be  prefentcd  to  His  Majefty^  that  he  will  be 
graciouily  pleafed  to  give  dirediions,  that  a  moaumcnt  be  ercded  in  the 
Collegiate  Church  of  Saint  Peter,  Weftminfter,  to  the  memory  of  John 
Harvey,  £fq.  late  Captain  of  His  Majefly's  fhip  Brunfwick,  and  John 
Hutt,  £fq.  late  Captain  of  His  Majefty's  fliip  Queen,  who  died  in  con- 
fequence  of  the  wounds  which  they  received  in  the  naval  engagement  of 
the  ift  of  June  laft,  when  a  decilivc  victory  wa&  obtained  by  Admiral 
^arl  Howe  over  the  French^  fleet ;  and  to  aJTure  His  Majedy,  that  this 
Houfe  will  make  good  the  expence  attending  the  fame*  >^ 

Ordered, 

That  the  faid  addrefs  be  prefented  to  His  Majefty  by  fuch  Members  of 
this  Houfe  as  are  of  His  Majefty's  moft  honourable  Privy  Council." 

New  writs  were  ordered  for  the  borough  of  Honiton,  in  the 
room  of  Sir  Gcoige  Yonge,  who  had  accepted  the  office  of  Mafter 
of  the  Mint. 

Another  for  New  Malton,  in  the  room  of  the  right  honourable 
Edmund  Burke,  who  had  accepted  of  the  Chiltcrn  Hundreds. 

The  Houfe  adjourned. 

Friday^    nth  July. 

At  three  o'clock,  His  Majefty  came  in  flate  to  the  Houfe  of 
Peers ;  and  being  fcated  on  the  Throne,  and  the  Commons  at- 
tending at  the  bar,  delivered  the  following  tnoR  gracious  fpeech : 

My  Lords,  and  Gentlemen, 

THEjlate  of  public  bujinefs  enables  me  now  to  clofe  thisfeffion  of 
Parliament y  in  doing  which  I  have  again  to  acknowledge  that  affiduity 
and  zeal  for  the  interejis  of  my  people y  of  which  you  had  before  given 
me  fo  many  proofs,  and  which  have  been  fo  particularly  mahifejled  in  the 
prefent  year* 

I  am  perfuaded  that  ym  entertain  too  juji  afenfe  of  the  nature  and 
importance  of  the  confejl  in  which  we  are  engaged,  to  fufferyour  zeal  to 
be  abated,  oryourperfeverancejhaken,  by  the  recent  fucceffes  if  the  ent- 
my  in  the  Netherlands  > 

In  a  moment  which  fojirongly  calls  for  energy  and  vigor^  it  is  pecu- 
liarly  gratifying  to  me  to  reflet  on  the  uniform '/kill  and  brewery  of  my 
fleets  and  armies,  the  undaunted  fpirit  and  unwearied  exertions  of  my 
officers  and  troops  in  every  fituati on  ^  and  the  general  public  fpirit  of  my 
people,  which  have  nevsr  at  any  period  been  more  confpicuous. 
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/  have  shferved  with  the  higheft  fatisfaSiim  the  rapid  and  vdluabk 
acqutfitions  made  in  the  Eaji  and  iVeji  Indies^  the  fuccefsful  operationi 
which  have  been  carried  on  in  the  Mediterranean^  and  the  brilliant  and 
decifiue  viSfory  obtained  by  my  fleet  under  the  command  of  Earl  Howe, 
em  event  which  mufi  ever  he  remembered  as  one  of  the  mo/i  glorious  in 
the  naval  hiflory  of  this  country. 

Gendemen  of  the  Houfe  of  Commons, 
/  return  you  my  warmefl  thanks  for  the  cheaffuhtefs  and  liberality 
with  which  you  have  granted  the  large  fupplies  which  were  necejfaryfor 
the  fervice  of  the  year^  and  for  the  maintenance  of  a  caufe  equally  im^^ 
portant  to  thefecurity  andhappinefs  of  every  clafs  ofmyfubje&s. 

My  Lords,  and  Gentlemen, 

Ifeel  it  incumbent  upon  me  partituhrly  to  acknowledge  your  SW- 
gence  in  the  invejiigation  of  the  dejigns  which  had  been  formed  againfl 
the  Government  and  Confiitution  of  thefe  kingdoms^  and  to  thank  you  for 
the  confidence  you  have  repofed  in  me  on  this  occcifion.  It  will  be  aprin^ 
cipal  object  of  my  attention  to  make  a  vigorous  ^d  prudent  ufe  of  the  ai- 
ditional  powers  vejied  in  me  for  the  proteSlion  andfecurity  of  my  people  : 
and  relying f  as  I  doj  with  the  utmoji  confidence y  on  the  uniform  loyalty 
atid  public  fpirit  of  the  great  body  of  my  fuhjeffsy  I  have  no  doubt  of 
Jpeedily  and  effe^ually  reprejfing  every  attempt  to  difiurb  the  public  peace, 
and  of  defeating  the  wicked  defigns  which  have  been  in  agitation. 

It  mufi  noty  however,  be  forgotteny  that  thefe  defigns  againfi  our 
domefiic  happinefs  are  eJJ'ent tally  conns  Bed  with  the  fyfiem  now  prevail'- 
ingin  France,  of  which  the  principles  and  fpirit  are  irreconcileably  hofi 
tile  to  all  regular  and efiablijhed  Government:  And  that  we  are  there^ 
fore  called  upon  by  every  confideration  of  our  own  interned  fafety  to  con* 
tinue  our  efforts  in  conjun^ion  with  my  allies,  and  to  perfevere  with  in^ 
creafed  vigor  and  exertion  in  a  contefi,  from  the  fuccefsful  termination 
if  which  we  can  alone  expeSi  to  efiablijh  on  a  folid  and  permanent 
foundation  the  future  fecurity  and  tranquillity  either  of  this  country,  or 
of  the  other  nations  of  Europe, 

Then  the  LORD  CHANCELLOR,  by  His  Majcfty's  com- 
mand, faid. 

My  Lords,  and  Gendemen, 
IT  is  His  Majefhfs  Royal  will  and  pleafure,   that  this  Parliament 
be  prorogued  to  Tuefday,  the  nineteenth  day  of  Augufi  next,  to  be  then 
here  holden  ;  and  this  Parliament  is  accordingly  prorogued  to  Tuefday, 
themneteenth  day  of  Augufi  next* 
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SUPPLIES  granted  bjr  Piu-liament,  for  the  Year  1794. 

NAVY. 

January  31,  1794. 

1.  That  8^9000  men  be  employed  for  the  fea  fer-        £.         /•    ^« 
Tke,  for  the  year  1794^  including  129X15  marines* 

2»  That  a  fum».  not  exceeding  4I.  per  man  per 
ntontli,  be  allowed  for  maintaining  the  faid  85,000 
men,  for  13  months,  including  ordnance  for  Tea  fer- 
▼icc  -**^   »  r---^  mm    4420000    o    o 

February  4. 

1.  For  the  ordinary  of  the  Navy,  including  half 

pay  to  fea  and  marine  Oflncers,  for  the  year  2794  55801c   if  ^   5 

2.  Towards  the  buikUngs^  re-buildinge,  and  re^ 
pairs  of  ftiips  of  war  in  His  Majefiy's  and  the  Mer- 
chants' yards,  and  other  extra  works^  over  and  above 
what  are  propofed  to  be  done  upon  the  heads  of  Wear 

and  Tear  and  Ordinary,  for  the  year  1794         «-         $475  ^o    ^    ^ 

Note. -^  March  4,  it  was  refolyed,  That  provifioa 
be  made  for  enabling  His  Majefty  to  fatisty  all  the 
■  bills  payable  in  courfe  of  the  Navy  and  -Vidtual* 
ling  Offices,  which  were  made  out  on  or  before  the 
3itt  day  of  March,  1793^  amounting  to  the  fum 
of jf.  1,930,029  -i8  II, 


552533 
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LAND  SERVICE. 

February  i,  1794. 

To  enable  His  Majefty  to  tnake  good  his  engage- 
ments with  the  King  of  Sardinia  '     ■  200000    o    o 

Febj*uary4. 

1.  That  a  number  of  land  forces,  including  3882 
invalids,  amounting  to  60,244  efFe(flive  men,  com- 
miffioned  and  non-commiffioned  Officers  included,  be 
employed  for  the  year  1 794. 

2.  For  defraying  the  charge  of  60,244  effeftive 
men,  for  guards,  garrifons,  and  other  His  Majefty's 
land  forces,  including  tbofe  in  Guernfey  and  Jerfey, 
in  Flanders,  on  an  expedition  under  the  commfindof 
the  Earl  of  Moira,  and  on  board  the  fleet  for  the 

yeai:i794 ^  .-_  14928 12  12    2 

3.  For  maintammg  His  Majefty's  forces  in  the 
plantations,  including  thofe  in  garrifon  at  Gibraltar, 
and  a  corps  of  foot  in  New  South  Wales,  for  the  year 

1794  ,  ^^^^8^  j^    ^ 
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4.  For^cfraying  the  difference  between  the  chaise        £•       u    d* 
of  the  Britifli  and  Iriih  eftablifliments  of  five  regi- 
ments of  foot  ferving  in  the  Weft  Inclies,  at-  Gibnil- 
tar,  and  on  board  the  fleet,  for  the  year  1794  5^^79  <3    4 

$•  On  account  for  the  pay  necefiary  to  be  ad  vane- 
ed  to  one  regiment  of  Light  Dragoons  and  nine  bat- 
talions of  foot  for  fervice  in  £aft  India,  for  the  year 
1794  — ,  8313  17  loi 

6.  Fordcfraying  the  charge  of  rccruitmg,  contm- 
gencies,  and  of  the  allowances  of  bread  and  necelTa- 
lies  for  hb  Majefty *s  land  forces,  of  the  allowance 
of  extra  feed  to  the' cavalry  in  Great  Britain,  and  of 
the  charge  of  poundage  to  be  returned  to  the  infan- 
try, forthe  year  1794  a  19^00    o    o 

7.  For  defraying  the  charge  of  levy  money,  and 
of  horfe  furniture  and  accoutrements,  for  the  aug- 
mentations to  be  made  to  His  Majefty's  land  forces, 

in  the  year  1794  ■  ■  ■    *«  •  axoooo    o    • 

8.  For  defraying  the  charge  of  General  and  Staff 
Officers  and  Omcers  of  the  hofpitais  ferving  with  the 
forces  in  Great  Britain,  Guernfeyt  and  Jerfey,  in 
Flanders,  and  under  the  command  of  the  Earl  of 

Moira,  for  the  year  1794  — .—  97389     *     * 

9.  For  defraying  the  charge  of  full  pay  to  Super- 
numerary Officers  of  His  Majefty's  forces,  including 
the  Officers  of  independent  companies,  for  the  year 

1794  ^  — ^  391 18  16    7 

10.  For  the  allowance  to  the  Paymafter.General 
of  His  Majefty's  land  forces;  to  the  Secretary  at 
War;  to  the  Commiflary  General  of  the  Mailers;  to 
the  Judge  Advocate  General ;  to  the  Comptrollers 
of  the  Accompts  of  the  Army ;  and  of  the  amount 
of  Exchequer  fees  to  be  paid  by  the  Fay  mafter  Gene- 
ral, forthe  year  1794 ^479^  18    3 

11.  Upon  account  of  the  reduced  Officers  of  His 

Majefty's  land  forces  and  marines,  for  the  year  1 794       146843  xo  10 

12.  For  defraying  the  charge  of  allowances  to  Ic- 
veral  private  gentlemen  of  the  late  troops  of  horfe 

guards,  for  the  year  1794  _—.  1^6    9    % 

13.  On  account  of  the  feveral  Officers  late  in  the 

ferviceof  the  States  General,  forthe  year  1794  3000     o    o 

14.  Upon  account  of  the  reduced  officers  of  His 
Majefty'sBritifh American  forces  forthe  year  1794         $5092  10    o 

X  C.  For  defraying  the  charge  of  allowances  to  fe- 
▼era!  reduced  Officers  of  His  Majefty 's  Britifh  Ameri- 
can forces  for  the  year  1794  4907  10    o 

1 6.  For  defraying  the  charge  of  penfions  to  be 
paid  to  the  widows  of  commiffioned  Officers,  and  ex- 

pences  attending  the  fame,  for  the  year  1794  9931   19    3 

17.  For  defraying  the  charge  of"^  the  in  and  out- 
penfioners  of  Chelfea  Hofpital,  and  the  expences  of 

the  faidHofpital,  for  the  year  1794  ■■  i^i^^i     f  zo 

18    For  defraying  the  charge  of  the  embodied  mi- 
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lida  in  South  Britaint  of  feveral  corps  of  feocible  men 
in  North  Britain,  and  of  a  corps  of  fencible  men 
inthelfleof  Man,  forthe  year  1794.  -^ 

I  p.  For  defraying  the  charge  of  contingencies,  of 
the  allowance  of  bread  and  neceflaries,  and  of  pound- 
age for  the  embodied  militia,  and  corps  of  fencible 
men,  for  the  year  1 794  ■  — 

•  20.  For  defraying  the  charge  of  doathing  for  the 
embodied  militia  in  South  Britain  for  the  year  1 794 

21.  For  defraying  the  charge  of  corps  transferred 
from  the  Irifh  to  the  Britiih  eftabliihment,  and  of 
augmentations  to  His  Majefty's  forces,  for  feveral  pe- 
rils, in  the  year  1793  —  — 

22.  For  dmaying  the  charge  of  18,000  Hanove- 
rians, in  the  pay  of  Great  Britain,  for  the  year  1794 

23.  For  defraying  the  charre  of  1 1,000  men  of  the 
tfoops  of  the  Landgrave  of  Hefle  Caflel,  in  the  pay 
of  Great  Britain,  together  with  the  fubiidy  for  the 
year  17949  purfuant  to  treaty 

24.  For  defraying  the  charge  of  3000  men  of  the 
troops  of  the  Landgrave  of  Hefle  Darmfbuk,  in  the 
pay  of  Great  Britain,  together  with  the  fubiidy  for 
the  year  1794,  purfuant  to  treaty  •»*«        — 

2$.  For  defraying  the  charge  of  7^4  men  of  the 

troops  of  the  Margrave  of  Baden,  in  the  pay  of  Great 

^Britain,  together  with  the  fubiidy  for  the  year  1794, 

purfuant  to  treaty  ■  — - 

26.  Towards  aefra^ng  the  extraordinary  ezpences 
ofHisMajefty's  land  fbi;ces,  and  other  fervices  in- 
curred from  the  ajth  day  of  December,  1793,  to  the 
24th  day  of  December,  1793  *~  ""^ 

March  31. 

For  defraying  the  charge  of  fevcn  regiments  and 
forty  troops  of  fencible  cavalry,  to  be  raifed  for  fer- 
v}ce  in  Great  Britain,  from  the  25th  day  of  April, 
1794,  to  the  24th  day  of  December  following,  both 
inclufive,  being  244  days     , 
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687410  14   0 


160000    o   0 
93653    3   9 

185667  xj    * 
538874    o   0 


—  —      304J09    O   0 


—  ^    X02073    0  0 


14067    0   0 


808805  14   4 


300x17  z6  6 


^,636,560   o  ^ 
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ORDNANCE. 

February  4,  1794. 


£.       /,    /. 


X.  For  the  charge  of  the  Office  of  Ordnance,  for 
land  fenrice,  for  die  vear  1794  —  —      70x736    3    .8 

2*  For  defraying  the  ezpenceof  fervices  performed 
by  the  Office  of  Ordnance,  for  land.fervice,  pre- 
▼10U8  to  31ft  December,  27831  and  not  provided  for 
by  Parliament  —  —  5?^  '9     J 

3*  For  defraying  the  ezpence  of  fervices  performed 
by  the  Office  of  Ordnance,  for  land  fervico^  and  not 
provided  for  by  Parliament,  in  1792  —  9^5    4    3 

4*  For  defraying  the  expence  of  fervicqi  performed 
by  the  Office  of  Ordnance  for  land  fervice,  and  not 
provided  for  by  Parliament,  in  1 793        — -  —      61x419  ix     8 

J.  For  defraying  the  expence  of  iervices  performed 
by  the  Office  of  Ondnancc  for  fea  fervice,  and  not 
provided  for  by  Parliament,  in  z  793  —       3<>35o    3    6 

134J008     2     6 


MISCELLANEOUS  SERVICES. 

February  4,  z  794. 

1.  Upon  account  of  the  expences  of  the  new  roads 
ef  commpnication,  and  building  bridges  in  the  High- 
lands of  North  Britain,  for  the  year  1794  -^  45^^    o    o 

2.  For  defraying  the  expence  attending  the  civil 
eflabllfliment  ofthe  province  of  Upper  Canada,  from 
the  3 1  ft  day  of  December,  1793,  to  the  3iil  day  of 

December,  1794  ■  —         64^00 

3.  For  defraying  the  charge  of  the  civil  eftablilh* 
ment  of  the  province  of  Nova  Scotia,  in  America, 
from  the  i ft  day  of  January,  1794,  to  the  ift  day  of 

January,  1705  —  —  —  J31500 

4.  For  defining  the  charge  of  the  civil  efiablifti- 
ment  of  New  Brunfwick  in  America,  from  the  34th 

dayof  June,  17^4,  to  the  24th  day  of  June,  1795  4400    o    O 

5.  For  defraymg  the  charge  of  the  civil  eftablifti- 
mentof  the  iiland  of  Saint  John,  in  America,  from 
the  ift  day  of  January,  1794,  to  the  ift  day  of  Ja- 
nuary, 1705  —  ""   .  .      .      —  *9^    ^    ^ 

6.  For  ilefraying  the  charge  of  the  civil  eflablini- 
ment  of  the  iiland  of  Cape  Breton,  in  America,  from 
the  24th  day  of  June,  1794,  to  the  24th  day  of  June, 

179s  --  —     .  "*  *'®^    ^    ^ 

7.  For  defraying  the  charge  of  the  falaries  of  the 
Governor  and  Civil  Officers  of  the  iiland  of  New 
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foundland,  from  the  ift  day  of  April,  17949  to  the 
tft  day  of  April,  1795,  and  alfo  of  a  patent  under 
the  Great  Seal,  creating  a  Court  of  Civil  and  Crimi-' 

nal  Jurifdiaion  ^  —  X344-     »     * 

8.  For  defraying  the  charge  of  the  civil  eftablifli- 
ment  of  the  Bahama  Iflands,  in  addition  to  the  falaries  ^ 
now  paid  to  the  public  Officers  out  of  the  Duty  fund, 
and  other  incidental  charges  attending  the  fame, 
from  the  id  day  of  January,  1794,  to  the  ift  day  of 
January,  1795  ■■  —  4250    o    o 

0.  For  defraying  the  charge  of  the  felary  to  the 
Chief  Juftice  of  the  Bermuda  or  Somers  Iflands,  from 
the  a4th  day  of  Jnne^  1 794,  to  the  24th  day  of  June, 

1795  *^  —  —  580    o    o 

10*  For  defraying  the  charge  of  the  falary  to  the 
Chief  Juftice  of  the  ifland  of  I>onunica,  from  the 
iftday  of  January,  17944  to  the  ifl  day  of  January, 

1795  —  — .  ,  ,'^  ^°®    ^    ^ 

11^  For  defraying  the  charge  of  the  civil  cftablilh* 
[nent  of  New  South  Wales,  from  the  loth  day  of 
O^ober,  1793,  to  the  10th  day  of  October,  1794  4795    8     z 

February  14. 

1.  To  make  good  the  like  fum  ilTued  to  James 
Marquis  of  Salifbury,  Lord  Chamberlain  of  His 
Majcfty's  Houfehold,  at  the  receipt  of  the  Exche- 

?|uer,  out  of  His  Majcfty's  Civil  till  revenues,  pur» 
uant  to  an  addrefs  of  the  Houfe  of  Lprds,  of  the  29th 
day  of  December,  1 792,  for  rendering  the  Houfe  of 
Peers  more  commodious,  by  warming  and  ventilat- 
ing the  fame  —  — r         —  465  1 1  io| 

2.  To  make  good  the  like  fum  ifTued  to  fundry 
perfons,  at  the  receipt  of  the,£xchequer,  out  of  HU 
Majcfty's  Civil  Lift  revenues,  on  account  of  the  fuf- 

fgring  Refugee  Clergy  and  Laity  of  France         —  27692    46} 

3.  To  make  good  the  like  fum  iffued  to  Sir  William 
Chambers,  at  the  receipt  of  the  Exchequer,  out  of 
His  Majefty's  Civil  Lift  revenues,  on  account  of 

works  at  the  Fleet  Prifon  —  —  3376    8    o 

^  4,  To  make  good  the  like  fum  iffued  to  Sir  Wil- 
liam Chambers,  at  the  receipt  of  the  Exchequer, 
Qut  of  Hi§  Majefty  V  Civil  Lift  revenues,  on  ac^unt 
of  works  at  Somerfet  Pljicc,  and  for  fixtures  at  the 

Signet  and  Privy  Seal  Offices,  and  the  Office^  of  the 

Dutchies  of  Lancafter  and  Cornwall  •—  9^5$     6    9 

5,  To  make  good  the  like  fum  iffued  to  Jofcph 
White,  Efq.  at  the  receipt  of  the  Exchequer,  out 
of  His  Majefty 's  Civil  Lift  revenues,  to  pay  the  fums 
afleffed  on  the  falarles  of  the  Commiffioners  fof  audit-* 
ing  ^he  public  accounts,  and  their  Officers,  for  land 
tax,  for  the  year  1790;  and  to  John  Wigdef-* 
worth,  Ef<j,  to  pay  arrears  to  fuadry  pcrfoiis  txQox 


A.  1794.  DEBATES.  477 

£.      is   d^ 

the  Office  for  auditing  tbe  public  accountSi  to  the 

30th  day  of  July  1793  —  —  >Bi4  'S    4 

6.  To  make  good  the  like  fum  iflued  to  WilUam 
Chinnery,  Efij.  at  the  receipt  of  the  £schequer» 
out  of  His  Majefty's  Cifil  Liu  revenues^  for  the  dif- 
charge  of  debts  contrafted  by  Mr.  Tully,  late  Agent 

and  Conful  General  at  Tripoli       ^    ajii     i    ^ 

7.  To  make  good  the  like  fum  iflued,  at  the  re- 
ceipt of  the  Exchequer^  out  of  Hit  Majefty's  Civil 
Lift  revenues,  to  John  Mailh  and  John  Spranger, 
Efqrs*  as  a  compenfation  for  their  trouble  in  inquir- 
ing into  and  reporting  upon  the  cafes  of  ]>errons  who 
fuuained  loiTes  on  evacuating  the  Mofquito  ihore  in 
confequence  of  the  Convention  entered  into  by  Hit 

Majeity  with  the  King  of  Spain,  in  the  year  1786  1084  1$    o 

8.  To  make  good  the  like  fum  iiTued,  at  the  re- 
ceipt of  the  Exchequer,  out  of  His  Majefty's  Civil 
Liu  revenues,  to  Patrick  Rooney  Nugent,  Efq* 
A£Hng  Surveyor  General  of  lands  at  Cape  Breton, 

on  account  of  furvcvs  and  other  fervices         -  ^9    911 

9.  To  make  good  the  like  fum  iflued  at  the  receipt 
of  the  Exchequer,  out  of  His  Majeily's  Civil  Lift 
revenues, « to  the  Biftiop  of  Quebec,  for  expences  in 
proceeding  to  his  fee ;  to  Alexander  Davifon,  Efq. 
to  reimburfe  expences  in  purchaling  ftationary  for 
the  Surveyor  General's  and  printing  offices  in  Upper 
Canada ;  to  John  Reeves,  Efq.  for  expences  in  the 
Adminiftration  of  Juftice  at  Newfoundland  ;  to  Wil- 
liam Chinnery,  Efq.  to  difcharge  fums  due  to  the 
late  Attorney  General  of  Nova  Scotii,  for  grants 

of  lands  to  the  Loyalifts;  and  to  the  reprefentativea  1,. 

of  Philip  Yonge,  Efq.  for  falary  due  to  him  as  late 

Surveyor  of  lands  in  Georgia  —  150410    6 

10.  To  make  good  the  like  fum,  iifued  to  William 
Pollock,  Efq.  at  the  receipt  of  the  Exchequer,  out 
of  His  Majefiy's  Civil  Lift  revenues,  as  the  balance 
due  to  him  on  account  of  the  Commiffioners  appoint- 
ed for  inquiring. into  the  laws,  &c.  of  the  lile  of 

Jcrfey .  —  537  12    6 

,  1 1.  To  make  good  the  like  fum  iflaed  to  William 
Chinnery,  Efq.  at  the  receipt  of  the  Exchequer, 
out  of  His  Majefty  *s  Civil  Lift  revenues,  to  reimburfe 
to  Samuel  Starbuck,  junior,  who  carried  on  the 
whale  fiOiery  in  Nova  Scotia,  and  who  arrived  at 
Milford  Haven,  in  order  to  fettle  in  this  kingdom, 
the  lodes  fuflained  by  him  ki  confequence  of  the  fale 
of  his  property  by  fuch  removal  and  for  his  palfage  248     x8    e 

12.  To  make  good  the  like  fum,  iifued  to  Thomas 
Cotton,  Efq.  at  the  receipt  of  the  Exchequer,  out 
of  His  Maje(ly*s  Civil  Lift  revenues,  for  defraying 
the  expence  of  allowances  for  the  relief  of  American 
Civil  Officersand  others  whohave  futfered  on  account 
of  their  attachment  to  His  Majefty 's  Government  19500    o    o 
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i3«  To  make  good  the  like  fttin«  iffued  at  tbe  re- 
ceipt of  the  Excheouer,  out  of  His  Majefty's  QWtX 
Lritt  revenues,  for  lus  Majefty's  lerTice  abroad^  be- 
tween  the  {th  day  of  January  1 793,  and  the  5th  day 
of  January  1794.  '  —  HS^S  to    6 

14.  To  make  i^ood*  the  like  fum,  which  has  been 
iffued  by  His  Majefty's  orders  in  purfuance  of  the  ad- 
dreffes  of  the  Houfe  ^  —  466x9  13    7 

It.  To  make  good  the  like  fum  which  has  been  i^ 
fued  to  the  lat^  Commiffioners  appointed  to  inquire 
into  the  iUte  and  condition  of  the  woods,  foreds^ 
and  land  revenues,  belonging  to  the  Crown,  and  their 
Officers,  and  which  hare  not  been  made  good  by 
Parliament  -^  —  ^043    o   o 

16.  For  the  payment  of  fuch  part  of  the  principal 
and  intereft  thereupon,  as  (hall  become  due  on  or  be- 
fore the  loth  day  o£.0£kober  1794,  on  all  the  orders 
made  out  purfuant  to  an  a£i,  of  the  28th  year  of  his 
prefent  Majefly's  reign,  forgiving  relief  to  fuchper« 
ions  as  have  fufiered  in  their  rights  and  properties 
during  the  iati  unhappy  diffentions  in  America,  and 
for  making  compeufation  to  fuch  perfons  aa  have  fuf- 
fered  in  their  rights,  in  confequence'of  the  ceffion  of 

the  Province  of  £a(l  Florida  to  the  King  of  Spain  ^  x  ^19$    6    8} 

17.  For  the  payment  of  fuch  part  of  the  principal 
And  intereft  thereupon,  as  (hall  become  due  on  or  be- 
fore the  lOth  day  of  Odkober  1794,  on  all  the  orders 
made  out,  purfuant  to  an  a6t,  of  the  30th  year  of  the 
reign  of  his  prefent  Majefly,  for  granting  relief  to 
fuch  perfons  as  have  fuffered  in  their  rights  and  pro- 
.perties  during  the  late  unhappy  diflentions  in  Ame- 
rica, and  for  making  compeniation  to  fuch  perfons 
as  have  fuffered  in  their  rights,  in  confequence  of  the 
ceffion  of  the  Province  <A  £aft  Florida  to  the  King  of 

Spain  ■"  ■    '  ■■     '  '  ^^796    7    6 

18.  To  make  good  the  like  fum  which  has  been  if- 
fued in  confequence  of  the  expences  incurred  in  car- 
rying on  the  profecution  agamft  Warren  Haflings, 
Efq.,  and  which  has  norbeen  made  good  by  ParUa- 

mcnt  —  —  X0749    3    8 

19.  To  make  good  the  like  fum  which  has  been  if- 
fued/or  the  expences  offending  provifions  and  fundry 
articles  to  the  fettlement  in  New  South  Wales,  and 
of  the  amount  of  bills  drawn,  and  of  other  expences 
incurred,  on  account  of  theconvidsat  that  fettle- 
ment,  and  which  hare  not  been^  made  good  by  Par- 
liament —  — r  _«        19830    8  la 

20.  To  make  good  the  like  fum  which  has  been 
i0ued  to  Duncan  Campbell,  £(q.  for  the  ezpence  of 
confining,  maintaining,  and  employing  convidts  on 

the  river  Thames,  and  which  has  not  been  made  good  # 

by  Parliament  »»  ■■  1 1 393    4   8 
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2  X.  To  make  good  the  like  fura  which  has  been 
ilTued  to  Janoes  Bradley,   £fq.    for  the  eiqoence  of 
maintaining  and  guarding  conviftf  in  Langitoneand 
PoTtimouth  harbours,  and  which  hai  not  been  knade 
^ood  by  Parliament  '  '     '  ' 

^2.  For  defraying  the  extraordinary  expences  of 
His  Majefty's  Mint,  in  the  year  1793         ]  "TTT"^ 

23.  To  be  employed  in  repairing,  maintaining, 
and  fupporting  the  Bntifh  forts  and  fettlements  on  the 
coafi  of  Africa  —  '^ 


March  31. 

I  •  To  the  GoYemor  and  Company  of  die  Bank  of 
England,  to  be  by  them  placed  to  the  account  of  the 
Commiffioners  for  the  Redu^on  of  the  Natbnal 
Debt  ^ 

2.  To  the  Goremor  and  Company  of  Merchants' 
of  England  trading  into  the  Levant  Seas,  to  be  ap- 
plied in  affiftbg  the  fud  Company  in  carrying  on 
their  trade 


April  Z5< 


z,  To  make  good  the  like  fum  which  has  been 
iflued  to  fundry  perfons,  a(  the  receipt  of  the  Ex- 
chequer, out  of  His  Majefly's  Civil  Lift  revenues, 
between  the  i4tb  day  of  February,  1794,  and  the 
5th  day  of  April  following  —  — 

2.  For  the  purpofe  oi  defraying  the  expences  of 
the  Board  of  Agriculture,  for  the  year  1 794 
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18844  12    4 


— '       13000    o    • 


\ 


-*       aooooo   o    0 


—  ifOOO     o     o 


-:-     »P77    9    7l 


—         3000    o    o 


746196  18    a^ 


LOANS  DISCHARGED. 

February  i,  1794* 

^  !•  For  paying  off  and  difcharging  the  Exchequer 
bills,  made  out  by  virtue  of  an  a&,  paiTed  iii  the  laft 
feffion  of  Parliament,  entitled^  ^  An  a6t  for  railing  a 
*'  certain  fum  of  money  >  by  loans  or  Exchequer  bills, 
•*  for  the  fervice  of  the  year  1793/*  and  charged  up- 
on the  firfi  aids  to  be  granted  in  this  feffion  of  Parlia- 
ment —  «-  -. 

^  a.  Forpajring  off  and  difcharging  the  Exchequer 
hills,  made  out  by  virtue  of  an  a£t  paffed  in  the  laft 
feffion  of  Parliament,  entitled,  ^*  An  a6t  for  raifing  a 
•*  farther  fum  of  money,  by  loans  or  Exchequer 
"  bills,  for  the  fervice  of  the  year  1793** 


'  «\ 


—       aoooooo    o    o 


~      aoooooo    o    o 
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^      February  14. 

For  ptying  off  and  di&harging  the  Exchequer  bills 
made  out  by  Tirtue  of  an  z€t^  pafled  in  the  laft  feifion 
of  Parliament,  endtled^  "  An  a6i  for  enabling  Hia 
^  Majefty  to  laife  the  fum  of  x,$oooooL  for  the ufes 
*'  and  purpples  therein  mentioned,  and  for  providing 
'<  that  the  Governor  and  Conipany  of  the  Bank  of 
*'  England  fliall  not  be  fubje^  to  any  penalties  by 
^  reau>n  of  an  a6t  made  in  the. fifth  year  of  the  reign 
'*  of  Kling  William  and  Queen  Mary,  on  account  of 
^  their  advancing  money  for  the  payment  of  bills  of 
"  Exchange  accepted  by^  or  by  the  diredtion  of,  the 
**  Commiffionera  of  His  Majefty*8  Treafury,  and 
**  made  payable  at  the  Bank  of  England/'  and  charged 
upon  the  nrfl  aids  to  be  granted  in  this  feffion  of  Par- 
lament  -—  — 


j£.       u   lA 


—    1(00000    o   o- 


5500000    o   o 


DEFICIENCY. 

April  10,  1794. 

To  make  good  the  deficiency  of  the  grants  for  the 
ferviceofthe  year  1793  —      475022  13  io| 


Total  of  Supplies  —  —    202281 19    6    7I 
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WAYS  and  MEANS  for  raifing  tlie  above  SUPPLIES,  granted 
to  His  Majefty,  for  the  Service  of  the  Year  1794* 


February  4,  i794« 

1.  That  the  duties  upon  malt,  mum,  cyder,  and 
perry,  which,  by  an  A61  of  Parliament  of  the  3,3d 
year  of  his  prefent  Majefty's  reign,  have  continuance 
to  the  24th  day  of  June,  1794,  be  further  continued 
and  charged  upon  all  malt  which  {hall  be  made,  and 
upon  all  mum  which  (hall  be  made  or  imported,  and 
all  cyder'  and  perry  which  fljall  be  made  for  fale 
within  the  kingdom  of  Great  Britain,  from  the  23d 
day  of  June,  1794,  to  the  24th  day  of  June,  1795 

2.  That  the  fum  of  four  fliillings  in  the  pound, 
and  no  more,  be  raifed  within  the  fpac^  of  one  year, 
from  the  25th  day  of  March,  1794,  upon  lands,  te- 
nements, hereditaments,  penfions,  offices,  and  per- 
fonal  eflates,  in  that  part  of  Great  Britain  called 
England,  Wales,  and  the  town  of  Berwick  upon 
Tweed ;  and  that  a  proportionable  cefs,  according -to 
the  ninth  article  of  the  Treaty  of  Union,  be  laid 
upon  that  part  of  Great  Britain  called  Scotland 

February  6. 

1.  That,  towards  raifing  the  fupply  granted  to 
His  Majefly,  the  fum  of  eleven  millions  be  raifed  by 
annuities,  in  manner  following,  that  is  to  fay ;  That 
every  contributor  to  the  faid  eleven  millions  fhall, 
for  every  lool.  contributed  and  paid,  be  entitled  {o 
the  principal  fum  of  lOol.  in  annuities,  after  the  rate 
of  3I.  per  centum,  to  commence  from  the  5th  day  of 
January,  1794,  and  to  be  added  to,  and  made  one 
joint  flock  with,  the  3I.  per  centum  annuities,  con- 
folidated  by  the  a£ls  of  the  25th,  28ch,  29th,  3  2d, 
and  33d  years  of  the  reign  of  His  late  Majefty  King 
George  the  Second,  and  by  feveral  fubfcquent  a6ts, 
and  to  be  payable  and  transferrable  at  the  Bank  of 
England,  at  the  fame  time,  and  in  the  fame  manner, 
and  fubjeiE^  to  the  like  redemption  by  Parliament,  aa 
the  faid  3I.  per  centum  confolidated  annuities  are 
payable  and  transferrable  there :  That  every  contri- 
butor fhall  alfo  be  entitled  to  the  farther  principal 
•  fum  of  25I.  in  annuities,  after  the  rate  of  41.  per 
centum,  to  commence  from  the  loth  day  of  October, 
1793,  to  be  added  to,  and  made  one  joint  ftock  with, 
certain  annuities,  after  the  rate  of  4I.  per  centum, 
which  were  confolidated  by  the  adU  of  the  20th, 
2ift,  22d,  and  23d  years  of  the  reign  of  His 
prefent  Majefty,  and  to  be  payable  and  tranf- 
ferrable  at  the  Bank  of  England,  at  the  fame 
time,  and  in  the  fame  manner,  and  fubjed  to  the 
like  redemption  by  Parliament,  as  the  faid  4I.  per 


£.        s.    J, 


7  ^0000    o    o 


2000000      O     Q 
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<:eTituni  confolidated  annuities  are  payable  and  tranf- 
ferrable  there :  That  every  fuch  contributor  fliall 
Jikewife  be  entitled  to  an  annuity  of  eleven  fhillings 
and  five  pence  per  centum,  to  commence  from  the 
loth  day  of  October,  1793,  and  to  continue  for  the 
term  of  fixiy-fix  yejjrs  and  a  quarter,  and  then  to 
ceafe,  over  and  above  the  principal  fums  of  looU 
after  the  rate  of  5I.  per  centum  prt:  annum,  and  25I. 
after  the  rate  of  4I.  per  centum  per  annum,  in  refpe^l 
of  every  lool.  to  be  contributed  and  paid  towards 
raifing  the  faid  fum  of  eleven  millions,  which  annuity 
of  eleven  (liillings  and  five  pence  per  centum,  fo  to 
continue  for  fixty-fix  years  and  a'  quarter,  (hall  be 
added  to,  and  made  one  joint  flock  with,  certain  an- 
nuities payable  at  the  Bank  of  England,  which  were  ^ 
granted  for  the  feveral  terms  of  ninety-nine,  ninety- 
eight,  eighty,  feventy-eight,  feventy-feven  years, 
feventy-five  years  and  a  half,  and  fixty-nine  years 
atfd  a  quarter,  and  were,  by  the  adts  of  the  4th,  20th^ 
and  2 id  years  of  the  reign  of  His  prefent  Majefty, 
^  and  by  leveral  fubfequent  ads,  confolidated,  and 
made  one  joint  flock  ot  annuities,  and  (hall  be  paid, 
payable,  and  transferrable,  at  the  fame  time,  and  in 
the  fame  manner,  as  the  faid  annuities,  fo  confoli- 
dated by  the  ads  of  the  4th,  20th,  and  2  2d  years  of 
the  reign  of  His  prefent  Majcfty,  are  payable  and 
transferrable  at  the  faid  Bank  of  England  :  That  the 
feveral  annuities,  after  the  rate  of  3L  per  centum, 
4I.  per  centum,  and  e]/even  (liillings  and  five  pence 
per  centum  fo  to  be  payable  as  aforefaid,  (hall  be 
charged  and  chargeable  upon,  and  payable  out  of  the 
confolidated  fund  :  That  every  contributor  (hall,  on 
or  before  the  nth  day  of  this  inftant  February,  make 
a  depofit  of  lol,  per  ccntufn  on  fuch  fum  as  he  or  (he 
(hall  chufe  to  fubfcribe  towards  raifing  the  faid  fum 
of  eleven  millions,,with  the  chief  Ca(hier  or  Ca(hiers 
of  the  Governor  and  Company  of  the  Bank  of  Eng- 
land, as  a  fecurity  for  making  the  future  payments  ^ 
on  or  before  the  days  or  times  Hereinafter  mentioned, 
that  is  to  fay, — 

£4o  per  centum  on  or  before  the  ijth  day  of 
April  next. 

£•10  per  centum  on  or  before  the  6th  day  of 
June  next, 

/.  10  per  centum  on  or  before  the  i8th  day  of 
July  next. 

£•1^  per  centum  on  or  before  the  29th  day  of 
Augufl  next. 

£•1^  per  centum  on  or  before  the  1 7th  day  of 
Odober  next. 

jf.  15  per  centum  on  or  before  the  28th  day  of 
November  next.  , 

jC.  15  per  centum  on  or  before  the  13th  day  of 
nuary,  1795.  , 
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That  all  the  monies,  fo  to  be  received  by  the,  faid        £,  i.    J. 

Cafhier  or  Cafliicrs  of  the  Governor  and  Company  of 
the  Sank  of  England,  (hall  be  paid  into  the  receipt 
of  the  Exchequer,  to  be  applied,  from  time  to  time, 
to  fuch  fervices  as  (hall  then  have  been  voted  by  this 
Hdufe,  in  this  Seilion  of  Parliament :  That  every 
contributor,  who  fhall  pay  in  the  whole  of  his  or  her 
contribution-money,  towards  the  faid  fum  of  eleven 
millions,  at  any  time  on  or  before  the  27th  day  of 
November  next,  fhall  be  allowed  an  intercfl  by  way 
of  difcount,  after  the  rate  of  3I.  per  centum  per  an- 
num on  the  fum  fo  completing  his  or  her  contribu- 
tion refpei^vely,  to  be  computed  from  the  day  of 
completing  the  fame  to  the  13th  day  of  January, 

1795,  ■  IIOOOOOQ     o     o 

2.  That  towards  making  good  the  fupply  granted 
to  His  Majefty,  there  be  iffued  and  applied  the  fum  • 
of  two  millions  fix  hundred  and  ninety-feven  thou- 
fand  pounds,  out  of  the  monies  that  fhall  arife  of 
the  fund,  called  the  Confolidated  Fund,  from  the 

5th  day  of  April,  1 794,  to  the  5th  day  of  April, 

1795,  ■  '  2697000    o    o 

March  27, 

1.  Thar,  towards  railing  the  fupply  granted  to 
His  Majefty,  the  fum  of  two  millions  be  raifed  by 
loans  or  Excheque/  bills,  to  be  charged  upon  the  fird 
aids  to  be  granted  in  the  next  Seffion  of  Parliament ; 
and  fuch  Exchequer  bills,  if  not  difcharged  with  in- 
terefl  thereupon,  on  or  before  the  5th  day  of  April, 
1795,  to  be  exchanged  and  received  in  payment  in 
fuch  manner  as  Exchequer  bills  have  ufually  been 

exchanged  and  received  in  payment,  — *         2000000    o    o 

2.  Tliat,  towards^  raifing  the  fupply  granted  to 
His  Majefly,  the  farther  fum  of  one  million  five 
hundred  thoufand  pounds  be  raifed  by  loans  or  Ex- 
chequer bills,  to'be  charged  upon  the  firft  aids  to  be 
granted  in  the  next  SefSon  of  Parliament ;  and  fuch 
Exchequer  bills,  if  not  difcharged,  with  iiUercft 
thereupon,  on  or  before  the  5th  day  of  April,  1795,  ~ 
to  be  exchanged  and  received  in  payment  in  fuch  • 
manner  as  Exchequer  bills  have  ufually  been  ex- 
changed and  received  in  payment  i  jooooo    o    o 

March  31. 

That,  towards  raifing  the  fupply  granted  to  His 
Majefly,  the  fum  of  feven  hundred  and  forty  thou- 
fandiix  hundred  and  fixty-fix  pounds  thirteen  (hiU 
lings  and  four- pence  be  raifed,  by  way  of  lottery, 
fuch  lottery  to  confift  of  forty  thoufand  tickets,  at 
eighteen  pounds  ten  (hillings  and  four-pence  each ; 
and  that  the  contributors  towards  the  fame  fliall,  on 
or  before  the  5th  day  of  April,  1794,  make  a  depofit 
with  the  Cafliiers  of  the  Bank  of  England  ^of  one 
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pound  ten  (liillings  and  four-pence,  in  refpe6t  of  the  £•        s*    d^ 

monies  to  be  paid  for  every  fuch  ticket,  as  a  fecurity 
for  making  the  future  payments  to  the  faid  Caihiers 
on  or  before  the  times  hereinafter  limited,  that  is  to 
fay;— 

jf .  2  on  or  before  the  23d  day  of  May  next. 

jf.2  on  or  before  the  28th  day  of  July  next. 

jf .  2  on  or  before  the  5th  day  of  September  next. 

jf .  3  on  or  before  the  24th  day  of  0<5lober  next. 

jf  .4  on  or  before  the  21ft  day  of  November  next. 

^.4  on  or  before  the  13th  day  of  January,  1795. 

And  that  tickers,  as  foon  as  the  fame  can  be  pre- 
pared, fliall  be  delivered  to  the  contributors,  fo  com- 
pleting their  payments.     That  the  fum  of  five  hun- 
dred thoufand  pounds  fhall  be  diftributcd  into  prizes, 
for  the  benefit  of  the  proprietors  of  the  fortunate 
tickets  in  the  faid  lottery,    which  prizes  (hall   be 
charged  upon  the  aids  and  fupplies  granted  in  this 
Seffion  of  Parliament,   for  the  fervice  of  the  year 
X794,    and  be  paid   at  the  £ank  of  England,   in 
money,  to  fuch  proprietors  upon  demand,  on,  or  at 
any  time  after,  the  ift  day  of  July,  1795,  as  foon  as 
certificates  can  be  made  out,  without  any  deduction 
whatfoever ;  and  that  all  the  monies  to  be  received 
by  the  faid  Caftiiers  fliall  be  paid  into  the  receipt  of 
His  Majefty's  Exchequer,  to  be  applied  from  time, 
to  time,  to  fuch  fervices  as  fliall  then  have  been  voted 
by  this  Houfe,  in  this  Seffion  of  Parliament.     That 
every  contributor,  who  fliall  pay  in  the  whole  of  his        • 
or  her  contribution-money  towards  the  faid  fum  of 
feven  hundred  and  forty  thoufand  fix  hundred  and 
lixty-fix  pounds  thirteen  fliillings  and  four-pence,  at 
any  time  on  or  before  the  2ifi:day  of  November, 
1 794,  fliall  be  allowed  an  intereft,  by  way  of  difcount, . 
after  the  rate  of  3I,  per  centum  per  annum,  on  the 
,  fum  fo  completing  his  or  her  contribution  refpedtive- 
ly,  to  be  computed  frmn  the  day  of  'completing  the 
fame  to  the  13th  day  of  January,   1795,  ■  240666  13    4 

April  10. 

That,  towards  making  good  the  fupply  granted  to 
His  Majefly,  there  be  iSued  and  applied  the  fum  of 
two  hundred  thirty-one  thoufand  eight  hundred  and,  ^ 

forty -one  pounds  fixteen  fliillings  ahd  ten-pence,  re- 
maining in  the  Exchequer  on  the  5th  day  of  April, 
1794,  of  the  furplus  of  the  Confolidatcd  Fund,  fub- 
jed  to  the  difpofition  of  Parliament,  231841   16  lO 

Note.  March  6,— It  was  refolved.  That  all 
perfons  interefted  in,  or  entitled  unto,  any  bills  pay- 
able in  courfe  of  the  Navy  or  Vidualhng  Offices, 
which  were  made  out  on  or  before  the  31  ft  day  of 
March,  1793,  who  fliall,  on  or  before  the  12th  day 
of  April,  1794,  carry  the  fame  (after  having  had  the 
intereft  due  thereupon  computed  and  marked  upon 
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the  faid  bills  at  the  Navy  or  VidlualUnf  Offices  re*  '       ^ 

ipedively ),  to  the  Trcafurer  of  His  Majcfty*s  Navy, 
to  be  marked  and  certified  by  him,  or  his  raymafter 
and  Cafl)ier,  to  the  Governor  and  Company  of  the 
Bank  of  England,  ihall  be  entitled,  in  refpedt  of  tho 
iame,  to  one  hundred  and  one  pounds  capital  flock 
for  every  one  hundred  pounds  contained  in  fuch  cer- 
tificates, and  fo  in  proportion  for  any  greater  or  lefTer 
fum ;  fuch  capital  flock  to  be  attended  with  annuities 
after  the  rate  of  5I.  per  centym  per  annum,  to  com* 
mencc  from  the  5th  day  of  January,  1 794,  to  be 
payable  half-yearly,  in  lieu  of  all  other  intereil,  the  ^ 
faid  annuities  to  be  added  to,  and  made  one  joint 
Hock  with,  and  to  be  redeemable  at  the  fame  time, 
and  in  like  manner,  as  the  annuities  eflabliflied  by  an 
a6t  of  the  24th  year  of  His  prefent  Majefly,  intituled, 
*'  An  A61  for  granting  Annuities  to  fatisfy  certain 
Navy,  Victualling,  and  Tranfport  Bills,  and  Ord- 
nance Debentures  ;'*  and  by  another  a6l  of  the  25th 
of  His  prefent  Majefty,  intituled,  "  An  A6t  for  grant- 
ing Annuities  to  fatisfy  certain  Navy,  Victualling, 
and  Tranfport  Bills,  and  Ordnance  Debentures;** 
and  that  the  faid  annuities  fhall  be  charged  upon, 
and  payable  out  of,  the  Confolidatcd  Fund* 

It  was  alfo  refolved,  That  the  charge  of  the  pay 
and  cloathing  of  the  militia  in  that  part  of  Great 
Britain  called  England,  for  one  year,  beginning  the 
2  ^th  day  of  March,  1794,  be  defrayed  out  of  the  mo- 
ney arifing  by  the  land-tax  granted  for  the  fcrvice  of 
the  year  1794. 


Total  of  Ways  and  Means      *    jf.  20869508  16    2 


Excefs  of  Ways  and  Means        £»      641389    3    6f 


Note,  On  the  id  of  May,  it  was  refolved.  That  a  fum  not  exceeding 
two  millions  five  hundred  thoufand  pounds,  be  granted  to  His  Majefly, 
to  make  good  the  engagements  which  His  Majefly  has  entered  into  with 
the  King  of  Pruffia,  as  well  as  to  defray  any  extraordinary  expences 
which  may  be  incurred  for  the  fervice  of  the  year  1794,  and  to  take  fuch 
meafures  as  the  exigency  of  affairs  may  require ;  and  that  fuch  fum  be 
raifed  by  loans  or  Exchequer  bills,  to  be  charged  upon  the  firfi  aids  ta 
granted  in  the  next  Seilion  of  Parliament. 
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The  additional  public  debt  funded  and  provided  ^.     .  f.  i^ 
for  this  year,  amounts  to  eleven  millions ;  the  inte- 

rcft  of  which*  at  jf  .3  per  cent,  per  ann.  is        —  330000    o  o 

jf  .25  per  cent,  at  ^'.4  per  cent,  per  ann.         —  i  loooo    o  0 

The  annuity »  for  fixty-fix  years  and  a  quarter,  of 

zii,  j^.  per  cent,  per  ann.            ■                   ■  62791  13  4 

In  all  per  anni        j^.         502791  13    4 

Exclufive  of  the  intereft  upon  the  Navy  ^iHs,  funded. 

Thia  fum  (by  a£ls  pafTed  in  purfuance  of  different  refolutions)  is  pro- 
pofed  to  be  raifcd  in  the  following  manner : 

Additional  duty  on  fingle  brandy  imported,  of  lod,  per  gallon. 
Ditto  on  brandy  above  proof,  ditto,  of  20^.  per  gallon. 
Ditto  on  rum  from  the  ^ritilh  Colonies,  of  8^.  per  gallon • 
Ditto, on  ditto  above  proof,  of  16//.  per  gallon. 
Ditto  on  warehoufed  rum,  of  %d,  per  gallon. 
Ditto  on  over-proof  ditto,  of  16^.  per  gallon. 
Ditto  on  jfingle  fpirits  imported,  of  10^.  per  gallon. 
Ditto  on  over-proof  ditto^  of  lod.  per  gallon. 

To  be  paid  by  the  importers. 

Pitto  on  wafii  for  cxtra6Ung  fpirits,  for  home  confuniptlon,  of  \d, 
per  gallon. 

Ditto  on  cyder  and  perry,  or  any  other  wafli  for  ditto,  of  i3.  per 
gallon. 

Ditto  on  wafli  made  from  molaflfes  or  fugar,  of  i|^.  per  gallon. 

Ditto  on  wafli  made  from  refufed  wine,  or  foreign  cyder,  of  2//.  per 
gallon. 

Ditto  on  wafli  made,  by  Sir  W.  Biflxop,  &c.  of  Maidflonc,  of  2/. 
S^.  for  every  96  gallons. 

To  be  paid  by  the  makers  or  diftillers. 

Ditto  on  fpirits  made  in  Scotland,  and  imported,  of  <^d,  per  gallon. 
Alfo  an  additional  duty  in  proportion  for  over-proof. 

To  be  paid  by  thd  importers. 

Additional  duty  on  bricks,  of  u.  6^.  per  thoufand. 

Ditto  on  plain  tiles,  of  u.  \od,  per  thoufand. 

Ditto  on  pan  tiles,  of  41..  lod,  per  thoufand. 

Ditto  on  paving  tiles,  not  exceeding  10  inches  fquare,  of  \\d,  per 
hundred. 

Ditto  on  ditto,  exceeding  10  inches  fquare,  of  u.  lod,  per  hundred. 

Ditto  on  tiles,  other  thari  the  above,  of  u.  \od.  per  thoufand. 
To  be  paid  by  the  makers,   and  a  drawback  to  be  allowed  on  ex- 
portation. 

Ditto  on  bricks  imported,  of  u.  6^.  per  thoufand. 
Ditto  on  plain  tiles  impotted,  of  u.  \od,  per  thoufand. 
Ditto  on  pan  and  ridge  tiles  imported,  of  4J.  \od,  per  thoufand. 
Ditto  on   paving  tiles,    not  above   10  inches  fquare,   of   11^,  per 
hundred. 

Ditto  on  ditto,  above  10  inches  fquare,  of  1  j.  lo^.  per  hundred. 
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Additional  duty  on  all  other  tiles  imported,  of  is.  lod.  per  thoufand, 
A  duty  upon  llates  carried  coaftwifc,  of  los.  per  ton.  < 

Ditto  upon  flone,  granite,  and  marble,  ditto,  of  2/.  bd.  per  ton. 

Duties  of  excife  on  paper,   pafteboard,  mill-boards,  fcale-boards,  and 
glazed  paper,  to  ceafe,  and  that  thorc  be  charged  in  lieu  thereof, 

An  excife  duty  upon  paper  for  writing,  drawing,  and  printing,  dnd 
for  all  elephant  and  cartridge  papers  of  2\J,  per  lb. 

Ditto  upon  coloured  and  whited  brown  paper,  (exclulive  of  elephant 
and  cartridge)  of  id.  per  lb. 

Ditto  upon  wrapping  paper  of  \d,  per  lb. 

Ditto  upon  all  other  paper,  (except  Iheathing  and  button  paper)  of 
3.\d.  per  lb. 

Ditto  upon  pafleboard,  mill-board,  fcale-board,  and  glazed  papers, 
of  los,  6d,  per  cwt. 

To  be  paid  by  the  makers,   and  a  drj!wback  to  be  allowed  on  ex- 
portation. 

Duties  of  cufloms  on  the  above  to  ceafe,  and  there  be  taken  in  lieu 

thereof, 

A  cuftom  duty  upon  paper  for  writing,  drawing,  and  printing,  and 
for  all  elephant  and  cartridge  papers  imported,  of  lod,  per  lb. 

Ditto  upon  coloured  and  whited  brown  papers,  for  wrappers,  im- 
ported, of  4//.  per  lb.  -    / 

Ditto  upon  brown  paper  for  ditto,  imported,  of  id,  per  lb. 

Ditto  on  all  other  papers,  imported,  of  lod.  per  lb. 

Ditto  on  paper  hangings,  imported,  of  bd.  per  lb.  , 

Ditto  upon  pafteboards,  &c.  imported,  of  20s,  per  cwt. 

Ditto  upon  books,  imported,  of  i/.  3/,  4J.  per  cwt. 

Additional  duty  on  cafl:  plate  glafs,  of  ioj.  8|</.  per  cwt. 
Ditto  upon  materials  ufed  for  making  other  kinds  of  glafs,  lOi.  8|//. 
per  cwt.     > 

Ditto  pn  materials  ufed  for  making  window  glafs,  of  2s,  o|d.  per 

fWt, 

To  be  paid  by  the  makers. 

And  the  following  drawbacks  allowed,  viz. 

B^d,  on  every  foot  of  plate  elafs  exported. 
14J.  ^d.  per  cwt.  on  flmt  gms  exported. 
()s,  I  id.  per  cwt.  on  crown  glafs  exported. 
Additional  duty  on  French  plate'glafs  imported,  of  8|//.  per  fquare 
foot. 
Ditto  on  French  flint  glafs,  &c.  imported,  of  141.  6d,  per  cwt. 
Ditto  on  French  window  glafs  imported,  of  9J.  iid»  per  cwt. 
Ditto  on  other  glafs  imported,  of  141.  per  cwt. 

To  be  paid  by  the  importers. 

A  ftamp  duty  upon  contra6i:s  of  perfons  ferving  as  clerks  to  attornies 
in  the  courts  at  Weflminfter,  of  loo/. 

Ditto  on  the  inftruments  of  admiflion  of  attornies  in  ditto  courts,  of 
100/.  .      ' 
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A  fiamp  duty  upon  contraQs  of  perfons  ferving  as  clerks  to  attornies 
10  country  courts,  of  50/. 

Ditto  on  the  inflruments  of  admlflipn  of  attornies  in  ditto  courts,  of 
50/. 

Additional  duties  upon  foreign  fptrits  imported*  granted  by  a6t  3! 
Geo,  III.  and  continued  by  a£i  33  Geo.  III.  made  perpetual. 
Ditto  upon  fugars,  charged  by  a6t  31  Geo.  III.  made  perpetual. 
Seiiieral  drawbacks  on  fugars,  allowed  by  the  faid  ad,  made  perpetual. 

"  «  •  * 

Duties  of  cuftoms  on  flatc,  ftone,  and  marble,  the  produdion  of  Gwern- 
{cy,  Jerfey,  Alderney,  Sark,  or  Man,  imported,  to  ceafe,  and  there 
be  taken  in  lieu  thereof, 

A  cuftom  duty  upon  every  tool,  of  the  value  of  all  fuch  (late,  ftonc, 
apd  marble,  imported,  or  carried  coaflwife,  of  loL 


I    * 
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'Our  Readers  are  refpiSffulh/  entreated  tojuhfiltute  the  foUawing  correB 
ffeechyin  lieu  ^f  Mr.  Adams  Jpeech  in  Voh  Z1>P^S^  501- 

Houfe  of  Commons^  March  10^   1794* 

Mr.  Speaker,  *  ** 

I  RISE,  after  a  variety  of  delays,  to  lay  before  this  Houfe  the  judicial 
proceedings  of  the  fupreme  court  of  criminal  judicature  in  the  northern 
part  of  the  united  kingdom,  in  the  cafes  of  Mr.  Muir  and  Mr.  Palmer. 

The  various  circumfttnces  which  have,  till  now,  prevented  my  bring- 
ing this  fubjeft  before  you,  were  not  created  by  me ;  they  are  in  the 
knowledge  of  the  Honfe ;  and  I  forbear  to  wafte  your  time  by  dwelling 
upon  them. 

In  fome  preliminary  difcufiions  refpeding  this  bufinefs,  I  faid,  when  a 
Right  Honourable  Gentleman,  (Mr.  Pitt,)  oppodte  me,  afferted  that  the 
lentences  of  the  Court  of  Judiciary,  to  which  I  have  referred,  were  legal, 
and  that  the  difcretion  which  the  court  had  exercifed  was  found  \  that  I 
would  not  then  make  any  declaration  refpe^ing  them.  Not  but  that  the 
meafure  which  I  had  announced,  implied  a  doubt  as  to  both ;  but  I 
thought  it  was  not  the  part  of  a  good  fubjed  to  make  general  declarations 
lefpedting  the  condudt  of  a  Court  of  Juftice,  till  I  could  be  heard  at  length, 
to  fupport  my  allegations  with  argument.  That  {ime  is  now  come,  and 
that  duty  is  now  to  be  performed.  It  is  an  arduous  talk,  and,  in  the  dif- 
charge  of  it,  I  feel  my  mind  ftrongly  imprefTt^d  with  the  oppofite  fenfa« 
tions  of  confidence  and  anxiety.  Conhdence  in  the  goodnefs  of  my 
cai^fe;  anxiety  as  to  my  capacity  to  do  it  juftice.  It  is  a  fubje^  at  once 
gravej  important,  interefting,  and  difficult.  It  b  grave,  in  fb  far  as  it 
qaeftions  the  legal  judgement  and  fbuhd  difcretion  of  a  Court  of  Juftice. 
It  is  important,  as  it  relates  to  the  adminiftration  of  criminal  jurifprudence 
in  immediate  connexion  with  the  liberty  of  the  fubjcft,  and  the  freedom 
of  the  conftitution ;  it  is  interefiing,  with  reference  to  the  individuals, 
who  are  to  fuffi;r  under  the  feverity  of  the  Sentence ;  and  it  is  difficult, 
becaufe  it  is  a  legal  fubje^,  relating  to  Scotland,  addreifed  to  a  popular 
affembly,  and  not  to  a  court  of  Juitice. ' 

Under  thefe  impreffions,  ho^vever,  there  are  fome  circumftances  tp 
give  me  comfort.  It  is  not  my  fault  that  I  am 'here.  The  decifions  of 
the  fupreme  appellate  court*  have  eftiblifhed,  that  from  the  judiciary  and 
circuit  courts  m  Scotland,  both  of  which  are  fupreme  courts,  (for  the 
circuit  cour^  there  are  not  under  fpecial  commiflions  as  here}  there  is  no 
appeal.  I  endeavoured  to  remedy  that  defedl  by  propofing  an  aft  to  give 
an  appeal  from  the  criminal  courts  of  Scotland^ ,  and  I  meant  that  it 
(hould  contain  a  retrofpeftive  claufe  which  would  have  included  thefe  ca- 
fes. But  a  majority  01  this  Houfe  thought  proper  to  rejcft  my  motion  ; 
and  I  am  now  under  the  neceflity  of  difcuffing  the  legal  part  of  this  quef- 
tion  is  this  place,  becaufe  this  is  the  only  place  in  which  it  can  be  difcuf- 
fed.  Under  fuch  neceffity,  whether  I  look  round  me,  or  whether  I  look 
to  the  benches  oppofite  to  me,  there  are  circumftances  to  comfort  me  un- 
der the  impreffions ^which  I  fed.  Around  me  there  are  gentlemen  whole 
conftitutional  knowledge,  whofe  powerful  talents  and  difcerning  minds 
enable  them  to  embrace  and  underftand  the  fubjeft;  and  there  are  thofe, 
whofe  great  experience  in  the  profeffion  of  the  Law  of  this  Country,  give 
them  a  ready  apprehenfion  of  legal  queftions,  diough  arifing  out  of  the 

*  The  Htttfe  of  Lords,        .   f  Mr.  Adam's  motiM  on  At  %d  of  Fth,  1 794* 
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criminal  law  of  another  country.  Over  againft  me  I  fee  a  Right  Hpnou- 
table  Gentleman*,  who,  though  now  one  of  His  Majefty's  Minifters, 
was  originally  educated  to  the  profefTion  of  the  bar,  and  who  to  early 
habits  of  legal  fludy  adds  confiderable  parliamentary  experience,  who 
pofTciTes  great  and  undifpiued  talents,  and  who,  having  repeatedly  de- 
clared his  opinion  upon  the  legality  and  found  difcretion  of  thefe  Sen- 
tences, mud  have  lifted  the  queftion,  to  the  bottom ;  and  I  doubt  not  he 
will  take  a  part  in  this  difcuiTion*  I  have  the  fatisfadiion  to  fee  ^mother 
Pvight  Honourable  Gentleman  +,  'whoie  illnefs  was  oi^  caufe  for  poft- 
poning  this  biifmefs  till  now.  I  hope  he  will  not  fail  to  take  a  pan  in 
this  debate;  for  though  I  have  every  thing  to  fear  from  my  own  defedls, 
my  fubjeft  fears  no  opponent.  That  gentleman  to  long  parliamentary 
'  experience  adds"  the  education  and  practice  of  a  Scots  lawyer,  particu- 
larly in  the  Criminal  Courts,  where,  as  Solicitor  General  or  Advocate, 
he  ferved  the  Crown,  almoil,  from  the  hour  he  was  called  to  that  bar. 

Sir,  I  fee  another  gentleman,  whofe  prefence  we  have  procured  by  onr 
lad  delay,  a  circumftance  which  is  likewife  confolatory  to  me;  for  here 
again  I  court  full  difculTion.  I  mean  the  learned  %  perfon  who  inftituted 
and  conduced  thdfe  profecutions,  and  who  of  courfe  mufi:  have  given 
his  whole  mind  to  this  important  fubjed^«  Sir,  I  fee  other  gentlemen  of 
great  rank,  knowledge,  and  ^dimation  in  the  law  of  this  country,  and 
lome  who  may,  from  their  habits  and!  pradice  in  the  Court  of  Appeal 
from  Scotland,  be  faid  to  be  Do^i  Utriufque  Juris.  To  all  thefe  gentle- 
men I  particularly  addrefs  myfelf ;  and  in  the  arduous  talk  which  I  have 
to  difcharge,  I  have  much  fatisfadlion  in  beholding  fuch  an  audience. 

Sir,  I  have  no  pretentions  wliatever  to  pra^ical  knowledge  of  the  law 
of  Scotland,  but  I  have  fome  pretenilons  to  fedulous,  laborious,  and 
anxious  attention  to  whatever  my  duty  in  this  Houfe  calls  upon  me  to 
confider.  I  have  viewed  this  extenfive  and  difficult  fubje6l  on  every 
fide :  according  'to  the  exprellive  language  and  found  precept  of  Lord 
Bacon  —  **  not  to  contVadidt  and  confute,  not  td  believe  or  take  for 
"  granted,  not  to  find  talk  or  difcourfe.but  to  weigh  and  confider."— 
Sir,  1  have  lueighed  and  conjidered  the  fubjedt  in  all  its  afpedls,  and  in  all 
its  parts,  not  only  with  a  view  to  form  a  found  opinion,  which  in  fach 
a  cafe  I  was  bound  to  do,  before  I  ventured  to  challenge  judicial  fu- 
preme  authority,  but  with  a  view  to  frame  the  motions  which  I  (hall 
Iiavc  occafion  to  offer  to  the  Houfe. 

I  mean  firil  to  move  for  certain  parts  of  the  record,  and  certain  notes 
of  memoranda  or  the  evidence,  which,  if  before  the  Houfe,  will  fairly 
xaife  the  whole  queftion.  The  fitft  motion  willbe  for  the  indidlment, 
the  plea,  the  verdid,  and  the  judgment,  which  will  raife  the  queftion  of 
legality.  The  fecond  motion  will  be  for  certain  determinations  of  the 
Court,  refpefting  the  admitting  and  rejefting  of  evidence.  The  third 
will  be  for  certain  proceedings  which  took  place  refpefting  the  admiffion 
of  objcftionable  perfons  to  ferve  upon  the  jury,  l^ht  fourth  will  relate  to 
the  commitment  of  a  perfon  of  the  name  of  William  Muir  for  refufing, 
upon  a  religious  fcruplc,  to  take  the  oath.  The  fifth  motion  relates  to 
the  condudl  of  the  Court  with  refpeft  to  one  John  Ruifel,  a  witnefs  for 
the  defendant,  whofe  evidence  was,  refufed^  and  he  himfelf  committed 
for  prevarication,  without  being  examined.  All  thefe  things  appear  upon 
the  face  of  the  record,  except  uit  fecond,  and  I  have,  here  in  my  poffef- 
fion,  an  office  copy  of  the  record  to  prove  my  affertion.    The  laft  can  be 

*  Mr.  Pita  T  Mr*  Secretary  Dundeu.  \  LQrd  Advocate  DuJtdas, 
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iupplted  by  the  notes  of  the  Judges^  in  the'inanner  in  ufe^  in  cafes  whetc 
the  notes  of  the  Judge  is  the  only  evidence  of  what  paffes  at  a  trial. 

Of  thefe,  the  firf  motion  is  common  to  the  cafe  of  Mr.  Palmer,  as 
well  as  that  of  Mr.  Muir ;  the  others  are  fpecial  cifcumftances  which 
belong  to  the  cafe  of  Mr.  Muir  only.  If  thefe  (hould  be  granted ,  it  is 
my  intention  to  found  on  them  two  addrefies  to  His  Majefly,  applicable 
to  the  cafes  of  thofe  unfortunate  gentlemen.  If  they  are  not  granted,  I 
(hall  think  it  equally  my  duty  to  move  the  addrelTes,  becaufe  I  am  en- 
titled to  nfliime  thefe  things  as  true,  unlefs  the  contrary  is  (hewn  by  a 
pTodu6lion  of  the  record  and  evidence. 

The  addreifes  will  ftate  refpc^fuUy,  as  far  as  concerns  the  court,  that 
there  are  doubts  in  regard  to  the  legality  of  the  fentences ;  that  there  is 
an  eiftefs  in  the  exercife  of  judicial  diicretion,  in  both  cafes ;  that  there 
are  in  Mr.  Muir's  cafe  fpecialities,  which  go  to  fhew  a  mij -trial t  by  an 
improper  admiffion  of  jurymen,  and  an  improper  admiOlon  and  rejedlion 
of  evidence ;  and  they  will  conclude  with  a  prayer  to  His  Majefty,  to 
extend  his  juftice  and  mercy  to  both  thefe  perfons;  fo  that.  *•  The  mo- 
••  narch,"  according  to  the  elegant  and  conftitutional  fentimcnt  of  Sir 
William  Elacklione,  ^*  may  appear  in  thofe  works  only,  in  which  the 
"  nation  is  accuftomed  to  fee  him,  works  of  IcgHlature  and  mcrcyi  that 
•'  the  people  may  look  up  to  him  as  the  fountain  of  nothing  but  bounty 
**-  and  grace.  Which  afts  of  goodnefs  frequently  repeated,  and  coming 
•*  immediately  from  his  own  hand,  endear'  the  fovereign  to  his  fubjedls, 
**  and  contribute  more  than  any  thing  to  r9ot  in  their  hearts,  that  filial 
**  affedion  and  perfonal  loyalty,  which  are  the  fare  eftablifhment  of  a 
*•  prince." 

In  the  courfe  of  what  I  have  to  offer  to  the  Houfe,  though  I  may 
fometimes  be  kd  to  illuftrate  the  fubjeft  by  analogies  from  the  law.  of 
England,  I  (hall  certainly  found  my  right  to  prevail  in  what  I  propofe, 
upon  the  law  of  Scotland  alone,  becaufe,  by  that  law  alone  the  legality, 
jailice,  and  difcretion  of  the  fentences  in  queftion  are  to  be  judged.  In 
doing  this,  I  ihall,  to  the  utmoft  of  my  power,  avoid  difcuffions  purely 
technical,  not  becaufe  technical  accuracy  does  not  fecure  fubilantial  jut- 
tice ;  for  upon  that  iubjedt  I  never  can  forget  the  wife  and  powerful 
fentimcnt  of  an  eminent  judicial  ch'ara^er,  whofe  unremitting,  intelli- 
gent, impartial,  and  gratuitous  ad miniflration  of  juftice,  in  appeals,  in 
the  other -Houfe  of  Parliament,  Scotland  will  continue  to  feel  with  end- 
lefs  gratitude.  That  great  and  enlightened  jpcrfon  *  is  reported  to  have 
faid,  *' The  Forms  of  Law  ark  the  Fences  of  Justice."  As 
fuch  th^y  are  doubtlefs  to  be  confidered,  and  as  fuch  I  muft  call  them  to 
my  aid;  but  I  will  call  them  in  aid  fparingly;  becaufe  too  ftrong  a  lean- 
ing to  that  fort  of  argument  might  be  mifplaced  in  addreffing  a  nume- 
rous and  popular  tribunal  like  this  Houfe  ;  and  the  objeA  which  I  wifh 
to  attain,  may  be  accomplilhed  without  preffing  upon  that  part  of  the 
fubjcft  to  an  exccflive  degree. 

The  queftion  which  I  bring  forward  has  nothing  abftra^  in  it.  It  is 
a  great  pradHcil  queftion,  upon  a  moft  important  judicial  decifion^.  The 
lirft  confideration  being  the  legality  of  the  fentences,  my  opinion  with 
refped  to  that  legality,  I  fhall  enaeavour  to  make  out«  by  maintaining 
the  three  following  propofitions  : 

First,  That  the  crimes  fet  forth  in  the  indidlments  againft  Thomas 
Muir,  and  Tliomas  Fylhe  Palmer,  are  what  the  law  of  Scotland  terras 
lAafinf-makingi  which«  by  the  En^liih  lawj  is  a  aifdemeanQi^  in  the 
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nature  of  a  public  libel,  tending  to  afied  the  State;  and  the  iadi&ncat* 
charge  no  other  ofience  whatever. 

Second,  ••  That  the  punilhment  of  tranfporfaiiom  cannot  by  the  lav 
of  Scotland  be  legally  inHidled  for  the  crime  of  Leafing-making  or  Ptthbc 
Libil.  Ihe  Scots  a^t  of  Queen  Ann,  (1703,  c.  4.)  having  af^ropriated 
to  that  crime  the  punifhment  of  fine,  imprifonment,  or  baniflfment\  un- 
der which  pain  of  banifiment,  tranfportatim  is  not  included." 

*'  And  that  the  anuc^xing  the  pain  of  diath  to  the  return  from  fuch 
tranfportatinn  is  an  aggravation  not  wa|[ranted  by  law  ;  the  punilhment  of 
death  being  exprefsly  taken  away  by  the  ftatute  of  1705,  c.  4.  and  no 
flatute  has  pafTed  fmce  that  time  which  varies  or  alters  that  law.'* 

Third,  <'  Ihat  if  the  adls  charged  in  the  indidments  do  not  confti* 
tute  the  crime  of  Leajing-making^  or  Fuhlic  Libeh  the  indi^hnents  charge 
no  crime  known  to  the  law  of  Scotland  :' 

Firjiy  I^ecaufe  there  is  no  fuch  crime  known  to  the  law  of  Scotland,  at 
common  law,  2.^Jeditim  conftituting  a  diftindl  and  feparate  offence :  and 
thefe  pfTences  do  not  fall  within  the  ftatutory  Seditions. 

Secondly^  becaufe  if  there  is  fuch  a  crime  at  common  law,  thefe  in« 
di^ments  do  not  charge  it,  and  it  would  be  contrary  to  law  to  punifh 
,tbat  offence  by  tratiJportaUon  \  and  not  warranted  by  law  to  inflid  the 
pain  of  dtath  for  retunring  from  fuch  tranfportation. 

To  explain  the  firft  of  thcfe  pr:pofition8,  it  may  be  necefjary  to  ftate, 
that  a  Scots  indidlment  profefTes  to  be  a  perfect  Syllogifm :  the  firft  or 
major  propofition  fets  forth  the  crime ;  the  minor  propofition  afferts  the 
fa&  with  time  and  place,  which  the  accufcd  is  charged  with  having 
committed ;  the  conclufion  drawn  is,  that  he  is  guilty  of  the  crime 
charged.  Here  this  material  obfervation  arifes,  that  however  wide  the 
range  of  the  major  propolition  may  be,  the  matter  charged  in  the  minor 
propofition  muft  be  underftood  to  reftridl  it,  upon  this  found  principle  of 
law  and  common  fenfe,  that  a  perfon  cannot  be  found  guilty  of  more 
than  he  is  charged  to  have  done;  and  that  what  he  is  fuppofed  to  have 
done,  is  contained  in  the  minor  propofition. .  There  is  another  obferva- 
tion equally  material,  viz.  That  as  the  major  propofition  contains  the 
ilatement  of  the  crime,  fo  the  facls  fet  forth  in  the  minor  propofition, 
'  nmft  be  fuch  as  to  conllitute  the  crime  fet  forth  in  the  major  propofition, 
and  no  other ;  and  above  all,  that  the  minor  propofition  cannot  legally 
contain  fadls,  eflablifhing  a  higher  crime  than  that  fet  forth. in  the  major 
pfoDofition.  Under  thefe  oblervations  I  contend,  that  the  indidlment 
agamft  Mr.  Muir  contains  no  charge  but  that  of  Leafing-making^  or 
Fublic  Lihd  againji  the  fiattm 

In  reading  th»  indidmcnt,  the  Houfe  will  perceive,  that  I  read  from 
the  printed  trial.  But  I  am  not  only  fure  of  its  accuracy  by  having 
compared  it  with  the  office  copy  of  the  record,-  which  I  have  here  before 
m^,  but  I  may  obferve,  now,  once  for  all,  that  there  were  three 
accounts  of  the  trial  of  Mr.  Muir  publifhed;  that  which  I  Ihall  quote 
-from,  is  the  trial  publiihed  by  Mr.  Creech,  which,  from  the  motto  on 
its  title  page,  and  from  the  introduftion,  is  evidently  meant  to  bear 
againil  the  prifoner,  and  to  be  partial  to  that  fide  which  h{^  not  mercy 
for  its  object. 

The  indi^mept  fets  forth  in  the  major  propofition,  **  That  it  is  cri- 
*'  minal  to  excite  difloyalty  by  feditious  fpeeches  and  harangues ;  mori 
**  ESPECIALLY  when  fuch  Ipeechcs  and  harangues  are  addrefifed  to 
•'  meetings  and  convocations  brought  together  by  no  lawful  authority, 
*'  and  uttered  by  pne,  who  is  the  chief  inflruraent  of  calling  together 
ich  meetings,"    What  is  ftated  in  the  fijrll  part  of  this  profpfition  if  - 
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nothiBg  more  than  Le^fing-making ;  namely,  the  fpeaking  words  tendioo^ 
to  excite  difcord  between  the  King  and  his  people.  The  other  part  ol 
the  propofition,  that  is,  the  doing  fo  before  unlawful  convocations,  ia 
calling  of  which  unlawful  convocations  the  perfon  haranguing  was  the 
chief  iiiftniment^  is  mere  matter  of  aggravation.  Firi^»  it  is  fo  laid  in 
the  indidlmenty  for  it  is  introduced  under  words  of  aggravation  ;  next, 
it  is  the  pioper  form  and  mode  of  pleading  fuch  matter,  and  is  laid  down 
to  be  fo  in  the  law  authorities  of  Scotland ;  and  laftly,  it  is  fo  held  to 
be^  by  the  Lord Jfuftice  Clerk  in  delivering  judgement,  in  this  cafe,  upon 
the  relevancy  of  the  indidtment.  As  to  the  firft,  it  requires  no  argu- 
ment to  prove,  that  the  words  in  the  indid^ment,  (mors  especially) 
which  apply  to  all  the  claufe  that  relates  to  convocating  the  people,  are 
words  of  mere  aggravation,  and  not  of  fubflantive  charge.  As  to  the 
iecond,  it  is  eilablifhed  upon  the  authority  of  Sir  George  Mackenzie,  to 
he  the  rule  of  pleading,  to  lay  the  crime  of  convocation  as  aggravating; 
matter  only. 

Sir  GEORGE  MACKENZIE  is  an  author  to  whom  I  (hall  havcTre- 
qnent  occa£on  to  refer.  He  may  be  faid  to  be  almoft  the  only  authority, 
as  a  text  nuritery  on  the  criminal  law  of  Scotland :  he  was  a  man  of  con- 
£derable  talents  and  great  acquirements.;  and  his  works  are  both  various 
and  eminent.  £ut  ms  obje^  was  to  raife  himfelf  by  the  patronage  of 
th^  Duke  of  Lauderdale,  and  thofe  perfons  who  governed  Scotland 
during  the  difgracefiil  reign  of  Charles  XL,  a  period  which  ftafhs  the  pu- 
rity of  public  'juftice  and  national  honour.  He  was  a  tool  of  the  worft 
of  minifters,  and  the  apologiil  of  all  the  unconftitutional  ads  of  that 
unhappy  sera ;  yet,  both  as  a  lawyer  and  an  hiftorian,  I  muft  rely  upon 
him  as  fupporting  the  cafe  which  I  undertake  to  prove.  And  it  will  not 
be  denied,  that  when  I  quote  Sir  George  Mackenzie,  I  quote  an  autho- 
rity conftantly  cited  in  the  Scots  criminal  courts.  Such  an  author  may 
with  propriety  be  ftiled  an  unwilling  witnefs  in  fuch  a  caufe  as  I  have  to 
bring  before  you.  But  if  he  proves  my  cafe,  like  every  cafe  proved  by 
an  unwilling  witnefs,  the  cauKe  receives  additional  ftrength,  the  argument 
additional  confirmation. 

Upon  the  fubjeft  of  convocating  the  people.  Sir  George  Mackenzie,  ^ 
in  his  title  Sedition,  fays,  "  The  crime  of  fimple  convocation  is  ordi- 
••  narily  purfued  before  the  council,  and  is  feldom  puniflied  either  by 
•*  the  council  or  juftice  court,  as  crimen  per  fe,  but  as  the  agreging*  qua- 
•^  lity  of  a  riot,  or  other  crime+,"  So  that  the  nature  and  quality  of 
the  ad  of  convocation  is  by  law  matter  of  aggravation  ;  and  of  courfe, 
is  properly  laid  in  the  major  proportion  of  the  indiftment,  under  words 
of  aggravation. 

The  latter  part  of  the  major  propofition,  which  fets  forth  the  circula- 
ting feditious  writings,  or  reading  them  aloud  to  meetings,  does  not 
cluu-ge  the  convocating  thofe  meetings,  either  as  a  fubftantive  fad,  or  as 
{Aggravating  matter ;  therefore,  on  that  part  of  the  proportion,  it.  is  im- 
poflible  for  the  defenders  of  the  judgment  to  rely. 

Takine  the  cafe  then  on  the  major  propofition  alone,  I  deny  that  there 
is  any  thing  there  ftated  which  raifes  the  crinie  above  Leafing-making  or 
Public  Libel.  Let  iis^  fee  next,  how  it  ftands  under  the  minor  pro* 
pofition. 

^  The  mmor  propofition  fets  forth,  that  Thomas  Muir  did,  at  certain 
times,  and  in  certain  places,  in/ocieties  of  Refonp,  *whicb  focieties  be  iaxu 

*  ^g^fi^^i  fMons  aggroFoating.  ^  Cfiminali,  /.  I.  /.  7.  /.  3.. 
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the  chief  means  of  infiituting  and  formings  harangue  fucb  meetings ,  prof  agate 
certain  do£irines,  &c.  &C. 

Here  the  ad4)f  convocation,  or  aflembling  the  people,  is  not  charged 
either  as  a  fubflantivc  crime  or  as  aggravation ;  but  he  is,  merely,  charged 
as  being  a  chief  means  of  infiituting  the  focicties  of  reform ;  which  can- 
Bot  mean  the  calling  them  together  for  the  particular  criminal  parpofe 
charged  in  the  indiftment ;  but  as  being  a  perfon  who  inftitutcd  or  gave 
birth  to  the  focieties  for  the  general  purpofes  of  reform.  So  that  even  if 
the  major  propofition  alledgcd  another  crime  than  Leafing-making,  and 
that  the  aggravating  matter  could  be  changed  into  a  direft  allegation  of 
ledition,  the  minor  propofition  has  reftrifted  it  by  not  alledging  it  at  all; 
for  the  faying  he  i^Tjiituted  the  focietj,  can  never  be  held  to  mean,  that  he 
eowvocated  the  pcoph. 

But  obferve,  laltly,  what  the  Court  fays  upon  it,  in  pronouncing  on 
the  relevancy  of  the  libel  * ;  a  proceeding  which  always  takes  pbcc  in 
Scotland  previous  to  the  trial  of  the  accufed. 

The  Lord  Juftice  Clerk  fays,  *'  the  crime  with  which  the  IndiBment 
•'  charges  the  pannel  is — that  of  exciting  dijcontent  among  the  people; — of 
**  endeavouring  to  create  a  Rebellion;  —  of  felonioujly  dijfeminating  wicked 
•*  and  feditious  publications,  and  ad*vijing  their  peru/aL** 

There  are  in  this  Judgment  three  claufes ;  the  firft  and  third  cannot 
be  conftrued  to  rife  an  iota  higher  than  Leafing-making,  The  exciting  dif- 
content  ana  dijfeminating  feditioiu  publications  are  precifely  and  accurately 
the  crime  of  libel  affedting  the  government  of  the  country.  The  fccond 
or  middle  claufe  is  of  a  different  nature,  the  endeavouring  to  create  a  Rebel- 
lion. Now  I  contend  that  that  crime  does  not  fland  charged  on  the  face 
of  the  indidment,  and  that  from  the  ve/y  nature  of  the  thing  it  cannot. 
There  is  no  charge  in  the  indiftment  of  a  Confpiracy  to  excite  (edition, 
or  raife  infurre^ions.  There  is  no  charge  of  individual  a^s  to  incite  in- 
iiir  reft  ion.  There  is  therefore  no  mifoemeanor  alledged,  which  can  by 
any  conftruftion  be  brought  within  the  fecond  claufe  of  the  judgment, 
even  if  rebellion  could  be  conflrued  to  mean  no  more  than  an  infurrec- 
tion,  or  a  feditious  commotion.  But  what  is  rebellion^  it  is  treafon; 
what  is  the  eadeavour  to  excite  it,  if  committed  ?  it  is  the  crime  of  ac- 
ceffary  to  treafon.  The  treafon  laws  of  England  are  extended  to  Scot- 
land, and  by  that  law  there  is  no  acceffary  in  treafon,  all  are  principals : 
therefore  the  indi<^ment  muft  charge  the  crime  of  treafon,  which  is  not 
pretended,  or  the  middle  claufe  of  the  judgment  of  the  Lord  Juftice 
Clerk  falls  to  the  ground.  1  he  relevancy  of  the  libel  therefore  refts  on 
the  firlt  and  third  propofition  exciting  dijcontent y  and  dijfeminating  feditious 
nvorks,  which  are  mere  Leafing-making,  I  am  therefore  entitled  to  con- 
clnde  tiiat  I  have  the  judgment  oi  the  court  with  my  conflruAion  of 
what  the  indidiment  charges :  and  I  am,  upon  clear  principles  of  law, 
entitled  to  fay,  in  the  terms  of  my  firft  propofition,  **  That  the  crime 
••  fet  forth  in  the  indiftment  againfl  Mr.  Muir,  is  Leajing-making^  and 
•*  that  the  indiftment  charges  jio  other  crime  whatever." 

As  to  the  indiftment  againft  Mr.  Palmer,  the  fame  argument  applies, 
with  this  material  additional  obfervation,  that  in  that  indidment  not  one 
Word  is  flated  refpefting  a  convocation  of  the  people ;  but  the  fimple  aft 
of  publilhing  vfhdX  is  termed  a  feditious  libel,  is  there  charged ;  confe- 
quently  the  cafe,  which  is  clear  with  refpeft  to  Mr,  Muir,  muft  remain 
without  a  doubt  in  the  inftance  of  Mr.  Palmer. 

♦  Creech's  Trial,  p.  31. 
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It  being  eftablil'hedy  therefore,  hy  thefe  argoments,  that  the  crime 
charged  againft  thefe  gentlemen  is  Leafing*making  onl/j  it  remains  to  be 
ihewn,  according  to  my  fecond  proportion ; 

**  That  the  punifhment  of  tranjportathn  cannot,  by  the  law  of  Scot* 
land,  be  legally  inilided  on  that  crime;  the  (iatute  of  1703,  chap.  4. 
having  ena^ed  the  punilhment  of  bani/hmtnt^  in  which  tranfpirtaiim  is 
not  included ;  and  that  the  annexing  the  pain  of  death  on  return,  is 
an  aggravation  not  warranted  by  law ;  the  puniQiraent  of  death  being 
taken  away  by  the  flatute  of  1 703  ;  and  no  law  having  pafTed  iince 
**  that  time  to  vary  or  alter  the  enadment  of  that  ftatute/* 

In  order  to  underiland  the  argument  upon  this  propofition,  it  is  necef* 
fary  to  enter  into  the  origin  and  hiftory  of  the  ad  of  1703,  refpe^ling 
Leafing-making.  The  hiftory  of  any  aft  of  parliament  is  an  ordinary  and 
legal  cllie  by  which  to  unravel  its  meaning ;  but  it  is  peculiarly  calcula-* 
ted  to  explain  the  conilrudion  of  ads  which  relate  to  the  ilate  and  go^ 
vemment,  and  moil  particularly  fuited  to  expound  this  flatute,  which  is 
the  mailer-key  that  unlocks  and  difeovers  this  repofitory  of  doubtful  le« 
gality  and  unprecedented  feverity. 

The  ad  of  1703,  chap.  4.  derives  its  origin  diredly  from  that  charter 
of  liberty  which  paffed  in  Scotland  at  the  period  of  the  Revolution, 
termed  the  CLAIM  OF  RIGHT,  and  which  corrcfponds  to  the  bill  of 
rights  in  this  country. 

Sir,  it  is  impoffible  to  allude  to  that  period  of  Scots  hifloiy,  without 
paying  a  due  tribute  of  praife  to  thofe  who  led  the  way  in  that  great 
event.  They  did  not  fpend  their  time  in  metaphyfical  difquifitions  upon 
the  abdication  of  the  crown,  but  at  once  decided,  in  the  pbrafeology  of 
that  cQuntry,  that  it  yjzs  forefaulted. 

The  oppreflion  of  individuals  and  the  infringements  of  liberty,  which 
preceded  the  Revolution  in  England,  likewiie  preceded  that  event  in' 
Scotland.  If  England  had  her  Sidney  and  RufTel,  Scotland  had  her  Earl 
of  Argyle,  The  hiftory  of  that  extraordinary  perfonage  is  fo  well  known, 
that  it  were  almoft  unnecefiary  to  enlarge  upon  it,  did  it  not  mark  the 
origin  of  a  moft  important  claufe  in  the  claim  of  right,  from  which  I 
will  (hew  the  a6l  of  1 703  to  be  derived. 

The  Earl  of  Argyle,  in  the  year  i68i,or  1682,  was  tried  for  Leafing- 
makings  becaufe  he  had  given  a  confcientious  explanation  of  an  uncon- 
fcientions  Teft,  attempted  to  be  impofed  upon  the  people  of  Scotland, 
by  the  tyrannical  government  of  the  Buke  of  York  in  the  reign  of 
Charles  the  Second.  Mr.  Hume,  in  defcribing  the  injuftice  and  ille- 
gality of  that  trial,  fays,  "It  is  needlefs  to  enter  into  partipulars,  where 
the  iniquity  is  fo  apparent.  Though  the  fword  of  Juftice'was  dif- 
played,  even  her  femblance  was  not  put  on,  and  the  forms  alone  of 
'  law  were  prefcrved,  in  order  to  fandify,  or  rather  aggravate,  the 
*  oppreflion."  The  Earl  was  found  guilty  by  a  jury  of  his  peers,  and 
fentenced  to  death  by  the  Court ;  but  he  made  his  efcape  from  prifon. 
He  returned  afterwards  to  Scotland  in  the  reign  of  James  the  Second, 
and  was  (to  fill  the  meafure  of  judicial  iniquity)  executed  upon  the  old 
fentence  of  168 1.  But  when  the  period  of  the  Revolution  arrived,  thofe 
who  accompliftied  that  great  event  were  anxious  to  prevent  a  repetition 
of  fuch  aggravated  and  enormous  oppreflion.  They  ijiferted  it  as  a 
claufe  in  the  claim  of  right,  "  That  the  caufing  purfue  and  forfeit  perfim 
upon  STRETCHES  of  old  and  ohfolete  la^ws^  upon  frivoforis  and  <weak 
pretence* t  upon  lame  and  deffSii've  probations ^  as  particularly  the  late  Earl 
of  Argyle^  are  contrary  to  la<w"  This  ftiort  but  exprcfiive  and  impor- 
tant claufe  was  confideied  as  a'fecurity^  and  did  for  fome  time  operate  as 
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m  fecurity,  againft  the  oppreffion  of  the  crown  throhgh  the  medium  of 
criminal  profecutions ;  but  the  ftate  of  Scotland  foon  changed.  An  at- 
tempt was  made  by  the  Scots'  to  eftabliih  a  colony  on  the  ifthmnsjof 
Darien>  which  was  ftrongly  refilled  by  the  minifters  of  the  crown*  The 
eagernefs  and  zeal  of  the  people  of  Scotland,  in  fnpport  of  this  favourite 
neafiire,  led  to  many  adls  and  publications  reflecting  on^  the  government 
and  the  parliament.  A  trial  took  place*  in  1701,  in  which  dodnnes 
fabverfive  of  liberty  and  juilice  were  held  by  tne  crown  lawyers.  The 
obfolete  laws  condemned  in  the  claim  of  right,  in  the  cafe  of  the  Earl  of 
Argyle,  were  attempted  to  be  revivcA,  the  e^dl  of  which  was,  indeed, 
prevented  iu  the  particular  inftance,  by  the  jury,  who  had  the  good  fenfe  and 
Ipirit  to  acquit  the  accufed  perfons :  but  thofe  who  loved  their  country,  fek 
the  danger,  and  faw  with  alarm,  a  moft  material  article  of  their  liberties 
dire^y  aimed  at.  That  illuftrions  Scots  patriot,  Fletcher  of  Salton, 
who  had  returned  from  banifhment  and  petiecution,  was  dsdly  engaged 
in  defending  the  liberties  of  his  country  in  Parliament,  and  it  is  hardly 
probable  that  fuch  an  attack  u]x>n  them  as  this,  could  have  efcaped  his 
vigilance.  It  is  material  to  obierve,  too,  that  the  parliament  of  Scot- 
land, on  the  fame  day  that  the  adt  concerning  Leafing-making  paffed> 
had  the  claim  of  right  immediately  under  its  confideration.  This  faft  is 
proved  from  the  colledlion  of  the  Scots  a^  of  parliament,  by  which  it 
appears,  that  the  flatute  which  immediately  precedes  die  adt  concerning 
Leafing-making t  is  an  a£)t  making  it  high  treafon  t«  alter  or  kmovafie  the 
claim  of  right,  or  any  article  thereof.  Then  follows  the  z<^  concerning 
Leajing-making,  in  thefe  words : 

*•  Whereas  the  faid  laws,  have  been  liable  to  STRETCHES,  and  that 
••  in  refpedl  of  their  generality  and  the  various  conftrudions  they  may 
*'  admit,  they  may  be,  as  to  the  aforefaid  capital  puni(hment,  ox  dan- 
ecrous  confequence;  Her  Majefty,  with  the  advice  of  the  Eftates,  &c. 
doth  therefore  abrogate  in  all  time  coming  the  fandion  and  pain  of 
death  and  confifcation,  and  ordains  that  the  puniihment  of  the  crimes 
therein  mentioned  (hall  hereafter  be  arbitrary,  that  is,  by  fining,  im- 
prifonmcnt,  and  BANISHMENT.  But  if  the  party  be  poor  aSd  not 
able  to  pay  a  fine,  then  to  be  punifhed  in  his  body,  life  and  limb  al- 
*'  ways  preferved."  ^ 

The  origin  and  nature  of  this  ad  then  is  clear  and  indifputable.  By 
the  evident  hiftory  of  the  times,  namely,  the  oppreffive  and  unconflitu-^ 
tionai  dodrines  contended  for  in  the  Crown  profecutions  of  that  period, 
the  zeal  of  the  people  in  the  Darien  caufe,  and  the  contemporaneous 
confideration  of  the  claim  of  right  as  well  as  the  fimiiarity  of  the  Umj^uage 
of  the  two  ftatuteSj  the  ad  of  1703,  chap.  4.  appears  to  derive  ics'de- 
fcent,  lineally,  from  that  important  claufe  of  the  claim  of  rights,  which 
took  its  rife  in  the  trial  of  the  Earl  of  Argyle. 

The  two  charaders  which  it  bears  —  Its  charader  as  a  penal  law,  and 
its  charader  as  a  law  of  privilege,  conneded  with  the  liberty  of  the  fub- 
jed,  unite  to  enforce  the  fame  conftrudion.  As  a  penal  law,  every  word 
is  to  be  conftrued  ftridly,  upon  that  important  principle  of  criminal  ju- 
rifprudence,  the  fafety  of  the  accufed.  As  derived  from,  and  coimeded 
with,  the  claim  of  right,  it  is  to  receive  an  interpretation  favourable  to 
the  privileges  of  the  people ;  which  requires,  that  in  its  conflrudiion  it 
Ihould  be  limited  to  the  ftrid  fenfe  and  meaning  of  the  words,  for  the 

•  Arnot*s  Criminal  Trials,  fage  9 1  •     The  cafe  of  Achmmty^aad  TbomfiXf 
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pnvilege  of  the  fubjeiS,  under  this  flatute^  is  the  limitation  and  reflric* 
tion  of  punifhment. 

There  is  another  obfervation  of  material  confequence,  in  the  conilde- 
ration  of  this  adl.  It  leaves  the  offencei  exafkly  as  they  flood  by  the 
former  ftatutes^  but  it  alters  the  punifhment  by  mitigating  its  fererity* 
It  is  therefore  to  be  condrued  in  fuch  a  manner,  as  will  give  full  efTcxt 
to  that  fpirit  of  lenity  and  mitigation,  and  of  two  doubtful  interpreta- 
tions that  is  always  to  be  preferred  by  which  feverity  is  abridged. 

Under  thefe  obfervations,  let  me  now  confider  what  the  word  hanifi* 
mtttt  means,  in  general^  what  it  means  by  the  law  of  Scotland,  and 
what  it  particularly  means  in  the  a6i  of  1 703,  chap.  4.  That  it  does 
not  mean  tranfportation  (the  punifhment  inflidted  in  the  cafes  under  con- 
li deration)  I  pledge  myfelf  to  prove  by  every  fpecies  of  evidence  by 
which  any  pofitibn  of  law  can  be  afcertained  ;  fram  the  loWeft  circum* 
fiance  of  proof,  the  common  acceptation  of  the  word  in  common  Ian-* 
guage,  to  the  very  highefl — The  language  of  the  legislature 
IN'  Acgrs  OF  parliament. 

It  is  necefiary  here  to  make  a  preliminary  obfervation,  namely,  That 
there  is  now,  and  was  formerly,  great  inaccuracy  and  want  of  precifion 
in  the  ufe  of  words  in  Scotland,  even  in  the  courts  of  law,  confequently 
it  may  appear  in  fome  inftances,  fram  the  mode  of  ufing  the  words  ba^ 
nijhment  and  tranfportation^  both  in  the  flatutes  and  the  cafes,*  that  it  is 
doubtful  which  is  meant ;  it  is  therefore  not  the  word  ^aken  abflra^ledly^ 
or  by  itfeif,  by  which  we  are  to  conftrue  its  meaning,  but  it  is  to  be  con- 
flrued  by  the  context  and  relation  in  which  it  flands. 

By  banijhment  I  mean  mere  expulCon  from  the  fociety,  country,  or 
realm,  to  i^hich  the  expelled  perfon  belongs ;  leaving  every  other  coun- 
try open  to  his  approach,  without  reflraint. 

Round  the  nviU  ITord  in  BANISHMENT  we  roam, 
Forced  from  our  fertile  fields  and  native  Home  *• 

By  tranfportation  I  mean  not  only  the  expulflon  of  the  perfon  tran- 
ported  from  the  tealm  or  fociety  to  which  he  belongs,  but  his  being 
fent  to  another  place,  which  he  canndt  quit,  and  in  wl;aeh  he  mull  re- 
main, in  a  fituation  of  fervitude,  as  in  America  fomierly;  or  under  a 
military  defpotiihi  and  fervirude,  a^at  Botany  Bay  now  f .  *  The  one  is 
fimple  expatriation  with  the  power  of  going  any  where,  out  deprived  of 
the  power  of  retumihg  home.  The  other  is  expatriation  with  the  ag- 
gravation>of  being  fent  to  a  flated  place  in  a  (ituation  of  fervitude  and 
confinement  in  that  place. '  This  diflindlion.  Sir,  I  beg  may  be  kept  ia 
mind,  becaufe  in  the  decided  cafes  of  the  Scotch  courts,  and  in  the  a£ls 
of  the  Scotch  parliament,  it  will  appear,  that  the  words  banijbed  to  the 
Plantations^  banijhedto  the  IVeft  Indies^  hanifhed  to  Amtrica^  are  frequent- 
ly ufed  I  but  though  the.  word  banifh^d  is  ufed,  yet  I  admit  that,  where 

,  *  Dryden. 

+  In  Governor  Philip'* s  inflruBions  to  Mr»  King^  commandant  of  Nof" 
folk  I/iand^  page  73  and  74,  it  isfaidy  *'  the  convt^s  being  thefirvants  of 
*'  the  crovjn^  till  the  time  for  vshich  they  are  fentenced  ti  expired^  their  la* 
^*'  bour  is  to  be  for  the  public* 

*'  Tou  are  not  to  permit  any  inter courfe^  or  trade ^  txtith  anyfhips  w  vtf" 
«•  fels  that  may  flop  at  the  Qland^  vjhether  Englijh  or  of  any  other  nation^ 
"  unkfsfuchfhips  or  vejfels  fhould  be  in  diflrefs.'*  Fide  ^Ifo  the  ail  of  ay 
George  lit,  chap.  2.  ejtahlifhing  martial  law  as  the  law  of  the  fettlement* 
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it  ftands  conjoined  with  the  place  of  tranfportation,  the  thing  done  is 
what  is  underilood  now  in  Scotland,  and  has  been  always  undcrilood 
in  this  country,  to  hetranfportation. 

It  will  not  be  fuppofcd,  I  am  furc,  by  any  pcrfon  who  knows  the 
hiflory  of  thele  puni(hnients,  that  there  is  any  thing  theoretical  in  this 
do6trine ;  it  is  one  which  is  to  be  found  both  in  the  Roman  law,  and  in 
the  law  of  this  country.  In  the  Roman  law,  there  were  three  diflinc- 
tions  ;  the  aqu/g  et  ignis  interdiSlio  ;  the  relegatio  ;  and  the  deportatio  in 
infulam,  The'firft  was  perpetual  banifhmcnt,  without  reftri6tion  as  to 
place,  but  expatriation  from  Rome  for  life ;  the  fecond,  relegatio^  was 
banifliment,  to  a  place  appointed,  without  fervitude ;  the  third,  deportatit 
tn  tnfulatny  precifely  anfwers  to  tranfportation,  as  it  \%  now  underilood  in 
£x>gland.  * 

'  In  England,  baniihment  fcems  to  have  been  a  punifhment  unknown 
to  the  common  law,  yet  the  term  is  ufed  by  Lord  Coke  *,  and  abjura- 
tion of  the  realm  for  felony  is  in  the  nature  of  bamjhment.  The  expref- 
fion  is  ufed,  likewife,  in  a  fbatute  of  the  39th  Eliz.  whereby  certain  va- 
gfrants  are  enafted  to  be  banifhed.  But  although  it  does  not  exift  ia 
this  country,  as  a  punilhment  in  the  ordinary  courfe  of  criminal  juftice, 
it  18  to  be  found  in  bills  of  pains  aud  penalties,  as  in  the  cafes  of  Loud 
Gtarendon  and  the  Bifliop  of  Rocheflcr.  In  all  thefe  c^es  it  has  a  dif- 
tindt  mcariing,  and  is  clearly  a  difti[>6t  and  different  puniflimcnt  from 
tranfportation ;  fo  that  the  effential  diftindion,  for  which  I  contend, 
between  the  punifhment  of  fimple  banifhment,  and  the  aggravated  ba- 
nifhme^t  of  tranfportation,  which  has  confinement  to  a  place,  ferivtude, 
afnd  other  circumflances  of  increafed  feverity,  fupcradded,  is  recognized 
in  eftabliflied  fyftems  of  law. 

I  (hall  prcfently  fliew  in  what  manner  this  diftin6tion  arofe  in  the  law 
of  Scotland,  from  which  it  will  clearly  appear,  that  according  to  the 
found  expofiiion  of  the  ihtute  of  1703,  chap.  4.  the  word  banifhment, 
as  ufed  in  that  ftatutc,  means  Jtmpie  expatriation  from  Scotland^  and  no- 
thing more. 

In  order  that  I  may  render  this  evident,  it  is  neceflary  to  flate  ihortly, 
the  hiflory  of  the  punifhment  of  tranfportation,  as  connected  with  the 
hifiory  of  the  country  and  of  its  law. 

During  the  early  periods  of  the  Scotch  government,  it  is  impoflibic 
that  there  (liould  have  been  any  fuch  punifhrnent  as  tranfportation. 
For  tranfportation  infers  the  exiflence  of  fqme  place,  territory,  or  co- 
lony, under  the  dominion  and  authority  of  the  governing  power,  and 
out  of  the  mother  country,  to  which  a  criminal  can  be  fent,  as  to  a  fi- 
tuation  of  fervitude  and  confinement.  Now  the  condition  of  Scotland 
admitted  of  no  fuch  thing,  until  the  end  of  the  lafV,  and  beginning  of 
thfe  prefent  century,  when  the  Darien  colony  was  let  on  foot ;  for  it 
will  not  be  faid,  that  the  fettlement  of  the  Scots  in  the  province  of  Ul- 
fter,  in  Ireland,  after  the  accofSon  of  James  the  Firil  to  the  throne  of 
England,  afforded  the  means  of  tranfportation.  The  authority  of  a 
court  cannot  eixceed  the  bounds  of  its  jurifdidtion  ;  therefore,  there  caa 
be  no  tranfportation  by  the  authority  of  the  court,  becaufe  its  jurifdic- 
tion  is  reftrided  to  the  bounds  of  the  realm.  To  conftitute  the  punifli- 
raent  of  tranfportation,  there  mufl  cither  be  an  adt  of  the  legiflature  (as 
1  (hall  fhew  by  and  bye,  was  the  cafe  in  England)  or  an  ufage  of  the 
courts,  and  an  acquiefcence  of  the  legiflature  ;  which  I  (hall  (hew  im- 
incdiately  to  have  been  the  cafe  in  Scotland. 

If  this  do6trine  required  to  be  proved,  01*  illuftrated,  it  is  only  ncccf- 

*  id  In^itute^  201* 
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fary  to  refer  to  a  very  recent  cafe,  which  arofe  upon  the  Sheriff  of  a 
Scots  county,  inflicting  the  {entence. of  t^anff or taiiort. 

When  a  Right  Honourable  Gentleman  over  againft  me*  was  Solici- 
tor Oeneral  for  Scotland,  a  profecution  was  inllituted  before  the  Sheriff 
of  the  county  of  Haddington^  for  theft,  Sheriffs  in  Scotland  having  ju- 
rii<ii6tion  in  capital  cafes.     The  prifoner  was  found  guilty,  and  the  fen« 
tence  4>ronounced  by  the  Sheriff,  was  tranfportation.    The  matter  was 
carried  before  the  Court  of  Jufticiary  by  the  conviA,  there  being  an 
appeal  from  the  Sheriff's  Court  to  the  Court  of  Jufiiciary.     It  was  ar- 
gued by  the  Right  Honourable  Gentleman  as  counfel  for  the  crown,  in 
favour  of  the  (lieriff's  power  to  tranfport.     It  was  argued  for  the  coo- 
-w'lSi  by  Mr.  Blair,  the  prefent  Solicitor  General  for  Scotland.     The 
Court  of  Judiciary  decided  in  favour  of  the  convi6i,  and  held  that  the 
fiieriff  could  not  infli^  the  fentence  of  tranfportation,  becaufe  his  county 
limited  his  jurifdidlion.     It  then  adjudged,  that  the  fentence  of  tranf- 
portarion  muil  be  reverfed  ;  but  inafmuch  as  the  party  had  been  found 
guilty,  by  the  verdid^  of  a  Jury,  the  Court  of  Jufticiary  fentenced  him 
to  be  6a7tj/hedf,    This  cafe,  then,  eflablifhes  two  material  points  ;  iirft, 
it  fliews,  that  tranfportation  is  limited  by  jurifdfdion,  fo  that  in  the  ori- 
ginal (late  of  Scotlanch,  there  could  be  no  tranfportation  :  next,  it  prove* 
the  di{lin<5tion  which  I  contend  for  bcrwecn  tranfportation  and  banifli- 
ment ;  they  prevent  the  fentence  of  tranfportation  from  being  executed^ 
find  they  inflidl  that  of  banifhmcnt — that  is,  they^  fet  afide  the  higher 
puniihment  of  expatriation,  fcrvitude,  and  confinement  to  a  particular 
place,  and  they  pronounce  the  more  lenient,  and,  therefore,  the  difi 
tindt  punifhmeht  of  fimple  expatriation  or  exile  from  Scotland,     This 
cafe  took  place  (o  late  as  the  year  1767  :  it  cleariy  marks  and  confirm^ 
the  diflindtionfor  which  I  contend,  and  it  will  not  be  afferted,  that  any 
co!iSpetent  authority  has  fince  varied  or  altered  the  law. 

This  dodrine  of  tranfportation,  or  hani/hment,  accompanied  with  fo* 
reign  or  colonial  imprifonment  and  fervitude,  which  are  one  and  the 
fame  thing,  being  founded  in  the  authority  of  the  flate  over  foreign  pof» 
feffions,  and  ^ontroled  by  the  defc6t  of  power  in  the  courts  beyond  the 
bounds  of  the  realm,  is  no  theoretical  fancy  of  mine.  It  is  the  genuint 
refult  of  the  true  principle  of  jurifdi6lion>  and  receives  confirmatiou 
from  the  authority  of  Sir  George  Mackenzie  J*  who  fays,  **  With  us, 
**  no  judge  can  confine  a  man  whom  he  baniflieth,  to  a  particular  place 
^'  out  of  hh  jur'ifd'iSiion  ;  becaufe  he  hath  no  jurifdi6tion  over  other  coun- 
''  tries,  and  fo  cannot  make  ads,  or  pronounce  any  fentences  relative 
?'  to  them," 

Nothing  can  be  more  decifive  than  this  authority,  to  confirm  the 
principle  which  I  have  laid  down,  or  to  flie^  that  origin^illy  there  was 
no  tranfportation  by  the  law  of  Scotland.  The  queilion  then  is,  how 
did  it  become  the  law  ?  For  I  admit,  th^t  to  certain  purpofes,  and  as 
the  punifhment  of  certain  crimes,  it  is  now  the  law  of  Scotland  to  tranf- 
port; But  I  contend  that  it  is  not  the  law  as  applicable  to  the  crimes 
charged  on  Mr.  Muir  and  Ml*.  Palmer. 

The  firft  inftance  of  tranfportation  in  Scotland  was  in  the  year  1666. 
or  1667.  It  appears  from  Bifhop  Burnet's  Hiftory  ^  of  his  own  Times, 
that  the  tyranny  and  violence  of  the  Earl  of  Middleton  and  Archbi^op 
Sharp  had  carried  death  and  torture  to  fuch  extremity,  againfl  certaia 
covenanters  who  were  taken  prifoners  in  the  battle  of  Pentland  Hills, 

*  Secretary  Dundas,  +  Maclaurin^  p,  367. 
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that  the  King  wrote  a  letter  to  Scotland,  calculated  to  reprefs  the  fe- 
verities,'  without  giving  up  the  Miniflers  who  had  directed  them  to  be 
inflicted.  The  Kitig  faid,  he  approved  of  all  that  had  been  done,  but 
added,  that  there  was  blood  enough  (bed ;  and  therefore  that  the  bell  of 
the  priibners  fliould  be  fet  at  liberty,  and  the  incorrigible  ht/eta  to  the 
plantations »  Thus  the  executive  power  began  by  its  own  authority  what ' 
the  Privy  Council,  (a  court  as  odious  to  the  memory  of  Scotfmen,  as 
the  Star  Chamber  is  to  that  of  Englifhmen,)  carried  into  effect  with  the  . 
affiflance  of  that  executive  power ;  and  the  crown  of  both  kingdoms 
being  worn  by  one  perfon,  by  a  kind,  of  (ilent  acquiefcence  on  the  part 
of  Scotland,  the  executive  government  of  that  country  was  enabled  to 
carry  thefe  fentences  into  execution,  though  ihe  had  no  plantations  or 
dependencies^f  her  own.  Thereafter  the  punifhment  of  tranfportation 
came  by  degrees  to  be  infli6ted  by  the  Court  of  Judiciary  ;  and  I  (hall 
prefently  have  occafion  to  (hew  in  what  manner  the  judgements  of  this 
lad-mentioned  court  afre6i  my  argument.  As  to  the  Privy  Council  of 
Scotland,  I  deny  the  legal  authonty.of  that  court  entirely;  I  have 
therefore  made  no  fearch  into  its  records^  for  the  purpofe  of  this  cafe, 
becaufe  they  ought  to  be  condgned,  for  ever,  to  oblivion,  as  the  off- 
.  ipring  of  tyranny  and  injudice.  * 

Here  again  I  mud  obferve,  that  this  is  no  theory  of  mine,  for  here 
again  I  have  the  authorinr  of  Sir  George  Mackenzie  to  confirm  my 
dodrine.  He  fays  in  his  Vindication  of  the  Government  of  Scotland, 
in  the  reign  of  Charles  the  Second  J,  ^*  As  to  the  fending  away  the 
*^  people  to  the  plantations,  it  is  anfwered,  that  none  were  fent  but  fuch 
*^  as  had  been  at  Bothwell  Bridge,  or  in  Argyle's  rebellion  ;  and  it  was 
*'  changing  a  capital  punifliment  into  exile,  which  was  an  ^6k  of  clemfn* 
**  Of,  not  of  crutlt^^'*  This  hidorical  remark  and  apology  not  only  efta- 
blimes  the  origin  of  the  punifhment,  but  (hews  the  crime  to  which  it 
was  applied  \  and  it  will  be  feen,  when  I  come  to  date  the  decided  cafes, 
that  in  conformity  to  this  idea,  there  feems  to  be  no  cafe  Ufs  than  capital 
upon  the  records  of  Jufticiary^  for  which  the  puhi(hment  of  tran(ix>rta- 
tion  has  been  inflicted  ;  iconfequently  every  cafe,  without  a  dngle  ex- 
ception, is  a  cafe  of  mitigation,  oy  exchanging  the  punifhment  oiF'tranf- 
portation  for  that  of  death. 

Before  I  proceed  to  date  thofe  cafes  to  the  Houfe,  I  will  take  the  h'- 
berty  to  point  out  the  language  which  the  legiflature  of  Scotland  has 
ipoken  on  this  fubjed,  by  which  the  didin6tion-  between  tranfportatioa 
9nd  banifhment,  on  the  ground  and  foundation  on  which  I  have  placed 
it,  is  clearly  and  unequivocally  proved,  and  the  word  banifhment  m  the 
adt  1703  made  out  incontrovertibly,  to  mean  dmple  expuldon  from  the 
realm. 

There  are  rarious  a^s  of  Parliament  on  this  fubje6V,  In  the  reign  of 
Robert  the  S!econd»  it  is  cna^ed  in  certain  cafes,  utjit  bannitus  et  exul; 
and  there  is  a  feries  of  a£ts  from  the  time  of  James  the  Fird  of  Scotland, 
in  14:249  to  the  a6t  in  quedion,  in  1 703,  by  which  banifhment  is  made 
a  punifhment.  I  will  not  tire  you.  Sir,  with  an  enumeration  of  the 
a6b,  they  are  all  upon  the  paper  which  I  hold  in  my  hand,  and  may  he 
referred  to  by  any  gentleman  who  choofes  to  examine  it.  In  the  a^ 
fomenmes  the  expredion  is  6ani/k,  fometimes  bamjh  tbc  r^lm^  foroetimes 
Ifanijb  forth  pfthe  kingdom ;  but  all  thefe  expredions,  I  contend,  mean 
f  he  (anxe  thing,  {tamely,  expatriation,  without  foreign  confinement  pr 
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reftnunt :  and,  it  is  evident,  from  the  ftate  of  the  country,  that,  until 
the  reign  of  Charles  the' Second,  they  could  mean  notlune  elfe.     Among 
the  ftatutes  againft  Leafing-making,  there  is  one  pafled  in  1609,  the 
objed  of  which  may  feem  whimfical,  as  among  other  things,  it  makes  it 
liE^ng.making  for  Scotfmen  to  abufeEngiifkmen;  now-a  days,  it  migh< 
be  more  neceifary  to  tarn  it  the  other  way,  and  to  make  an  adl  to  pre- 
veai  Engliihmen  from  abafing  Scotfmen.    This  a^t  made  the  puni(hmeat 
of  tlie  crimes  therein  flated  fine,  imprifonment,  hanijhment^  or  more  ri- 
gorous corporal  pain«     It  is  a  mod  material  ftatute  in  the  confideration 
iof  this  queftion,  becauie  it  is  the  a£l  upon  Leafing-making  which  imme^ 
diately  precedes  the  adl  of  1703,    I  need  not  inform  you.  Sir,  that  one 
of  the  mod  obvious,  and,  at  the  fame  time,  one  of  the  foundeft  rules  for 
conftruing  an'  a6l  of  Parliament,  is  to  look  back  and  fee  what  law  it  al- 
tered.    If  it  altered  the  common  law,  by  finding  out  that  rule  of  com- 
mon lat«r  which  it  altered,  you  will  be  enabled  to  interpret  the  doubtful 
words  in  the  flatute.     If  it  altered  an  adt  of  Parliament,  the  fame  rule  ap- 
fdies ;  by  examining  the  ad  which  it  altered,  a  guide  will  be  difcovered 
for  expounding  the  flatute  of  doubtful  meaning.     Now,  Sir,  let  me  re- 
qaeft  thofe  who  are  d^firous  of  underftanding  this  fubjedt,  to  look  to  the 
ftatutes  recited  in  the  preamble  of  the  a£l  of  1703.     They  will  find  the 
a^'to  which  I  have  juft  referred,  viz.  1609,  ^^P>  9**  to  be  the  lad- 
mentioned  adl  in  that  recital.     This  then  is  the  ftatute  which  is  to  guide 
the  expofition  of  the  adl  in  queftion,  not  only  becaufe  it  is  the  law  imme- 
diately preceding  it,  but  becaufe  it  is  an  ad  in  fari  materia^  upon  the  fame 
iubjedt-matter  with  that  in  queflion ;  and  I  need  not  enlarge  upon  its  being 
an  invariable  rule  in  conftruing  ftatutes,  that  all  ads  in  fari  materia  are 
to  receive  a  fimilarconflrudion.     The  ad  of  1600  makes  fine,  imprifon- 
ment,  and  banijhnunty  or  more  rigorous  corporal  pain,  the  punilhment 
of  the  liCafing- making  contained  in  that  ftatute.    The  ad  of  1 703  makes 
fine,  imprifonment,  and  hanijhnunt  (leaving  out  more  rigorous  corporal 
pain)  the  punilhment ;  therefore,  upon  the  principles  juft  ftated,  what- 
ever the  word  ^anijhment  means  in  the  ad  of  j  609,  that  muft  be  the 
meaning  of  it  in  the  ad  of  1703.  >   For  that  former  ad  is  not  only  the 
immediately  preceding  law  upon  the  fubjed  of  I.eafing>making,  but  the 
alteration  is  made  by  omitting  in  the  later  ad  of  1703,  the  words  in  the 
&rmer  which  go  to  corporal  punifhments,  and  retaining  thofe  words 
which  relate  to  the  other  and  milder  punilhment ;  the  words  retained, 
therefore,  muft  receive  the  fame  interpretation  in  the  laft  as  in  the  firft 
ftatute.    Now,  by  the  ad  of  1609,  oaniftiment  could  only  mean  fimple 
(expatriation,  that  is,  exile  from  Scotland  ;  it  could  not  mean  the  aggra- 
vated baniihment  oiF  tranfportation  accompanied  with  confinement  and 
fervitude  in  a  particular  diftrid,  *becaufe  the  Court  had  no  jurifdidion  to 
inflid  it,  the  legifliiture  of  Scotland,  from  defed  of  foreign  colenial  paf- 
fefiions,  had  no  power  to  eoad  it,  and  ufage  had  not  in  any  refped  fane- 
tifiedit. 

But  the  legiflative  expofition  of  the  punifhment  does  not  reft  here. 
There  is  another  ad  of  Parliament,  which  paifed  in  16^0,  cap.  i, 
which  renders  it  ftill  more  clear.  Sir,  I  have  already  referred  to  the  ftate 
pf  Scotland  during  the  elofc  of  the  laft  century.  The  violence  of  the  gg- 
vemment  of  Archbilhop  Sharp  and  the  Earl  of  Middleton  on  the  one 
hand,  and  that  of  the  fanatics  on  the  other,  produced  many  extraordinary 
Jaws*    Among  others*  the  ad  of  1670,  c«  i*  was  paifed  to  compel  un- 
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wiWng  witneffies  to  give  the  teftimony  againft  their  fellow  eovenanters. 
It  is  there  enabled,  that  the  punilhment  of  thoie  who  ihall  refafe  to 
depone,  *'  (hall  be  fine  and  imprifonment,  or  BANISHMENT,  hjfend* 
•*  ing  them  to  His  Majtfiys  hlantations  In  the  Indies^  or  elfewherc,  as  His  Ma. 
••  jetty's  Cooncil  (hall  thinh  fit."  Now  bani(hment  by  fending  to  His 
Majefty's  plantations  is  tranfportation.  If  thefe  words  had  not  been  ad- 
ded* and  it  had  ftood,  that  the  punifliment  for  refuting  to  depone  {hoaU 
be  banijhment  fimply,  it  mail  have  been  held,  according  to  every  rok  of 
conflrudion,  that  the  word  bani(hment  {landing  alone,  did  not  mean  the 
aggravated  banifhment  of  tranfportation,  but  the  ordinary  bauiihment  of 
Ample  expatriation,  otherwife  there  would  have  been  no  ufe  in  adding 
the  words,  "  by  fending  them  to  His  Majeftys  plantations^*  to  have  given 
it  another  quality,  and  thereby  raifed  it  to  the  higher  punilhment  of 
uanfportation.  But  what  removes  all  doubt  as  to  this  interpretation  of 
the  aft,  is  this ;  the  fame  ftatute  goes  on  to  fay,  **  That  the  depofition 
•*  any  perfon  may  make  againft  another ^  ftiall  not  infer  againft  him/elf  th& 
**  lofe  of  life,  of  member,  or  hanijhment^  (without  the  additional  words.) 
Now,  under  the  unqualified  expreffion  banijhment  is  clearly  meant  (imple 
baniihment,  or  expatriation  ;  not  banifhment  to  a  particular  place,  as  in 
the  former  cLmfe,  but  banifliment  from  the  realm  of  Scotland.  The  per* 
fon  giving  teftimony,  therefore,  though  he  might  have  been  puniihed  un^ 
der  thisclaufe,  with  any  pain  inferior  to  banifhment,  could  not  have  been 
fent  out  of  the  realm  or  Scotland  into  exile.  But  if  the  words  of  the 
ftatute  in  this,  as  in  the  former  claufe,  had  been,  that  the  perfons  making 
dcpofitions  under  the  authority  of  the  z^^Jbouldnot  be  punijhahle  ivitb  the 
hfs  of  life,  member^  or  BANISHMENT  by  fending  them  to  His  Majefiyt 
flaniaiions,  then  the  perfbns  making  depofition  might  have  been  puniihed 
with  exile  from  the  realm  of  Scotland,  that  is,  .with  (imple  baniihment; 
becaufe  the  term  banifhment  means  no  more  than  expatriation ;  but  the  fu-^ 
peradded  words,  fpecifying  the  baniihment  to  be  to  a  particular  place, 
namely,  the  plantations,  converts  baniihment  into  that  higher  fpecies  of 
poniihment,  which  is  underftood  by  tranfportation ;  confequently  if  the 
law  had  been  fo  worded,  perfons  giving  teftimony  mig^t  have  been  baniihcd 
or  fent  out  of  Scotland  ;  whereas,  as  the  aft  ilands,  nobody  will  contend 
that  the  baniihment  even  of  fimple  expatriation  could  have  been  inflifted« 
The  true  criterion  to  prove  the  diftinftion  between  tranfportation  (or  ba- 
niihment to  the  plantations)  and  banifhment,  is  to  coniider  always  what 
the  punilhment  would  be  under  the  one  prohibition,  and  what  under  the 
other.  The  prohibition  of  tranfportation  includes  baniihment,  but  the 
prohibition  ot  baniihment  itfclf,  excludes  the  right  to  inflift  this  lafl- 
ipentioned  punilhment.  This  aft  of  1670  therefore  ihewy,  that  though' 
the  Scots  legillature  (from  that  inaccurate  ufe  of  words,  which  I  have 
before  remarked  as  prevalent  even  in  the  courts  and  parliament  of  Scot- 
land) did  not  adopt  the  language,  yet  it  did  adopt  the  diftinftion  of  the 
Engliih  legillature,  by  enafting  baniihment  to  a  particular  place,  viz.  /a 
the  plantations,  to  be  the  punilhment  in  one  cafe  ;  while  it  excluded  ba- 
nifhment/><?/?!  Scotland,  as  the  punilhment  in  another.  I  therefore  con- ' 
tend,  that  I  have  eftabliihed  by  the  higheft  evidence  of  the  law,  viz.  the 
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the  diftinftion  between  the  punilhments  of  baniihment  and  tranfportation 
was  in  fubitance  perfc^y  known  and  eftabliihed  in  the  law  of  Scotland. 
Such,  Sir,  is  the  ft^e  of  the  ftatute  law  of  Scotland  on  this  fubjeft, 
and  fuch  its  found  conftruftion.  It  is  a  fingular  feature  in  the  conilitu- 
tion  of  the  law  of  that  country,  that  the  cffeft  and  operation  of  ftatutes 
'-nay  be  varied  by  ufage,  ^d  that  a  feries  of  judicial  deciiiohs  vqUI  ojg^  ^ 
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rate  as  a  repeal  of  an  a^  of  Parliament.  If  fuch  a  principle  exifts^  to  the 
extent  contended  for,  every  part  of  this  difcuffion  becomes  more  impor- 
tant from  the  confequences  necefiarily  refulting  from  that  principle.  In 
this  ftage  of  the  proceeding,  however,  I  have  no  intcreft  to  combat  it, 
becaufe  it  will  appear  prefently,  that  the  cafes  ftrengthen  my  propofition; 
mafmuch  as  they  ihew,  thatethe  judicial  decifions  of  the  Court  of  Jufti« 
ciary  have  not  varied  the  puniftiment  introduced  by  the  adl  of  1 703* 
But  on  the  contrary,  thofe  cafes,  as  far  as  they  have  gone,  have  con- 
firmed and  enforced  the  flatute,  and  fuftain  the'conflrudlion  which  I  have 
put  upon  it. 

To  enable  nae  to  judge  of  the  effeft  and  full  import  of  this  part  of  the 
queftion,  I  have  carefully  examined  every  cafe  in  the  printed  books, 
which  has  any  relation  to  the  fubjed,  and  I  have  received  minute  infor- 
mation from  the  induftry  of  perfgns  of  knowledge,  -capacity  and  accu- 
racy, by  an  infpedlion  of  the  Judiciary  records  in  Scotland,  dircding 
that  infpeftion  to  the  particular  objeds  in  queftion.  And  I  think  I  may 
venture  to  ft  ate,  without  the  fear  of  contradiftion.  That  ik  the  re- 
cords OF  THE  courts  OF  jusTiciARr,  there  is  not  any  infiance  of  the 
pnniflyment  of  tranfparta:ion ,  for  any  crime,  but  fuch  as  is  by  the  lawj  of  Scot- 
land punijhed  or  punijhable  nx)Tth  death.  It  would  be  endlefs,  and  of  no 
avail,  to  go  through  each  cafe  particularly,  efpecially  as  the  obje^  I 
have  in  view  can  be  attained  by  confidering  the  cafes  under  diftinft  claf- 
fes.  The  clafTes  may  be  didinguiihed  into  cafes  that  are  capital ,  and  cafes 
that  arc  lefs  than  capitaL 

The  firft  clafs  of  capital  cafes  confifts  of  thofe,  where  the  party  has 
been  convided,  and  the  appropriate  and  legal  punifhment  was  death. 
Such  as  cales  of  murder,  rape,  notorious  adultery  (which  is  death  by  the 
law  of  Scotland)  affaulting  a  perfon  in  his  dwelling-houfe,  called  Hame- 
ftuhen  (which  is  likewife  capital  by  that  law)  coining,  and  other  crimes, 
In  thefe  in^anccs ^  tranfportation,  according  to  the  fenfe  in  which  1  have 
explained  it,  has  been  in  ufe  to  be  inflifted  by  the  fentences  of  the  Court 
of  Jufticiary,  But  as  thofe  were  all  of  them  cafes,  where^  it  operated  as 
an  alleviation  of  thepunifliment  which  might  have  been  pronounced,  no 
argument  can  be  drawn  from  thence  to  favour  the  legality  of  the  fentences 
in  queftion. 

The  fccond  clafs  of  capital  cafes  confifts  of  crimes,  in  their  nature  ca- 
pital, where  the  punifliment  has  been  reftrided,  according  to  the  prac- 
tice of  Scotland,  to  a  difcretionary  or  arbitrary  punifhment.  To  under- 
ftand  this.  Sir,  it  is  neceffary  to  obferve,  that  previous  to  the  matter 
being  referred>to  the  confideration  of  a  Jury,  there  is  a  judgement  of  the 
court  pronounced,  upon  what  is  called  the'Rclevancy  of  the  libel,  or  in- 
diftment ;  in  which  the  court  determines  the  nature  of  the  crime  charged 
in  the  indidment,  whether  it  is  fo  charged  as  to  be  fufficicnt  in  law,  and 
what  punifliment  the  law  annexes  to  the  crime.  It  happens  frequently  in 
the  courfe  of  this  "proceeding,  that  the  libel  or  indidment,  although  the 
crime  it  charges  be  a  capital  crime,  is  limited  to  infer  an  arbitrary  pu- 
nifliment, that  is,  any  punifliment  fliort  of  death,  which  the  court  chufes 
to  infiid.  In  fuch  cafes  as  thefe,  the  court  has  been  in  ufe  to  pronounce 
the  punifliment  of  traijfportation.  But  this  clafs  of  cafes  does  not,  any 
more  than  the  former  clafs,  aflfedl  the  prefent  queftion,  or  difturb  any 
doftrine  which  I  have  laid  down,  or  any  .corclufion  which  I  have  drawn 
from  the  ftatute  law ;  becaufe  the  original  crime  being  capital  in  its  na- 
ture, to  infliiS  the  punifliment  of  tranfportation  was,  in  this,  as  in  the 
former  clafs,  to  ufe  the  words  of  Sir  George  Mackenzie  in  his  vindica- 
tion of "Chkrles  IL  mercy  and  not  cruelty^   . 
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.  A  third  cla(s  of  capital  cafes  is«  where  capital  punifliments  have  been 
pronounced*  but  (lave,  by  com^i^  or  pardon,  been  commuted  for  the 
puniihment  of  tranfportation.  This  clafs  pf  cafes  cannot  (hake  my  arga- 
ment,  becaufe  what  is  matter  of  agreement  cannot  afie^  the  law. 

Of  crimes  which  might  be  reckoned  on  as  ^  than  capital^  there  isiiril; 
of  all  a  cafe  of  mobbing,  tried  in  the  year  1771  *•  In  that  cafe  it  ap- 
pears that  fome  of  the  parties  convifled  were  tranfported.  But  this, 
though  it  feems  to  form  an  exception  to  my  do^rine,  y^t,  when  examin- 
ed^ does  not  a£Fe^  it  at  all.  Becaufe,  in  the  firfl  place,  it  is  clear  law, 
and  law  for  which  again  I  have  the  authority  of  Sir  George  Mackenzie, 
that  taritai  raiion'u  was  never  held  to  be  a  reafon  for  punifhing  crimes. 
But  independent  of  thA  argument,  the  cafe  to  which  I  no^  allude,  is 
one  in  wnich  the  parties  are  indidled  upon  the  Riot  Adl,  viz.  the  i(t  of 
George  I.  which  exte^ids  to  Scotland.  They  aije  indided  too  upon  other 
grounds;  Bat  as  far  as  they  are  charged  upon  the  Riot  Adl,  thpy  are 
charged  with  an  ofience  in  its  nature  capitaL  The  ;^erdidt  is  a  general 
Tcrdid  of  guilty,  and  the  court  does  not  diftingui^  and  could  not  dif- 
tinguiih,  in  appropriating  the  punifhment.  Confequently'this  which  ap- 
pears at  fixfl  fight  a  cafe  lefs  than  capital,  is  in  fadt  a  capital  cafe,  and 
therefore  forms  no  exception  to  the  dodlrine  which  I  maintain,  namely, 
that  there  aoes  not  appear  to  be  any  cafe,  in  the  records  of  Juiliciary, 
lejs  than  capital^  in  which  'the  punifhment  of  tranfportation  has  been  m- 
fliftcd. 

The  next  cafe  of  a  crime  lefs  than  capital  wliich  occurs,  is  one  of  fub- 
omation  of  perjury  +,  which  is,  in  my  opinion,  deciiive  of  the  whole 
queilion.  I'he  puniihment  inflided  by  the  Court  of  Jufticiary  upon  a 
perfon  convided  of  that  crime,  as  late  as  1738,  was  boftijhmeut,  widi  cer- 
tiEcation  that  if  the  party  returned  he  fhould  be  tranfported.  '  Here  then  is 
a  cafe  lefs  than  capital,  where  the  punifhment  is  arbitrary,  that  is,  difcrc- 
tionary,  where  the  difcretion  dictated  the  punifhment  of  ^tf/sr^m^/,  and 
where  the  greater  punifhment  of  tranfportation  is  to  be  inflidled  in  cafe  of 
return ;  eflablifhing  at  a  very  recent  period,  not  only  the  gradation  of 
thofe  punifhments,  but  the  diflindlion  between  them. 

The  remaining  cafes  which  fall  under  the  clafs  of  cafes  lefs  than  capital, 
are  of  the  fame  nature  with  thofe  which  are  the  objeft  of  the  prefent  dif- 
cuflion,  viz.  fedidous  libel.  The  judgements  upon  which  put  this  mat- 
ter, in  my  opinion,  beyond  the  poffibility  of  doubt  or  cavil. . 

Early  in  the  prefent  century  (when  there  was  a  difputed  fucceflion,  and  a 
depofed  family  pretendine  to  the  throne  of  thefe  kingdoms)  there  were  many 
profafutions  for  offences  m  the  nature  of  Leafing-making,  by  libelling  the 

fovemment  of  the  country;  and  even  the  monarch  himfelf.  One  of  them 
appened  in  1 7 1  z  ;  it  was  an  indidlment  for  Lea/tng^making^  againft  a 
gentleman  for  diflributing  medals,  and  making  fpeeches  in  the  faculty  of 
advocates,  tending  to  favour  the  pretender  J.  This  indidlment  never 
came  to  trial ;  the  diet,  as  it  is  phraied  in  Scotland,  was  deferted,  and  the 
matter  was  never  rarried  farther.  But  though  the  Jury  did  not  try,  nor 
the  court  pronounce  judgement  on  the  accufed,  it  is  a  material  cafe  in 
one  point  of  view.  It  fhews,  that  for  an  offence  of  this  fort  (and  there  is 
no  poffible  difference  in  the  fpccific  quality  of  that  crime  and  of  thofe  in 
queflion)  the  charge  was  Leafing-making^  and  there  was  no  attempt  what- 

*  Criminal  cafes  by  Maclaurin,  now  a  Lord  of  Sejion  hj  the  title  of  Lord 
Deghom,  page  541. 

T  Maclaurif/f  page  66t* 

J  Mr,  James  Dundas  of  Amiflon* 
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evet  to  lay  it  as  the  crime  df  feditlon  alone,  ^though  a  gonvo'catit>n  6f 
the  people  might  have  been  proved. 

The  other  profectitions  \vere  in  i'^i§t  or  near  that  period.  They  arc 
all  here  before  rae^  faithfully  extra^ed  from  the  records  of  Jufiiciary. 

There  are  feveral  of  them,  but  I  will  confine  my  obfervations  to  two 
cafes.  The  firft,  the  cafe  of  Graham,  CRAWFORD,  and  Hqgg\  who 
were  indided.fbr  drinking  the  Pretender's  health  in  the  ftreets  of  Edin- 
burgh, with  huzzaing,  ^ud  hautboys  playing  to  them  all  the  timew 
They  were  indited  for  Leajing-making.  . 

Sir  David  Dalrymple  was  the  Lord  Advocate  who  profceuted  ttemi 
What  he  fays  is  very  material.  In  his  information  on  the  relevancy  x^ 
the  libel,  which  is  not  a  fpeech  fpoken,  but  a  written  paper  ftjatarely 
weighed  and  deliberately  advifed  upon,  he  lays  it  down  that  '*  t^ajing* 
making  is  2^  general  name  for  e^ery  injury  tending  to  sedition  or  dis- 
cord ;  that  the  crime  does  not  confift  in  fpeaking  direfUy  againft  the 
king,  but  in  fpeaking  falfely  to  engender  fedition  to  the  contero.pt  of 
the  king's  authority,  ftate,  and  dignity.  The  laws  againft  Leajtng- 
making,  he  fays,  were  antienlly  odious;  h\xt  Jhtce  the  hap^  blevolu- 
TioN,  that  crime,  amongft  many  others,  has  happily  been  removed^ 
What  was  ufeful  in  the  adts  againft  Leafing-making,  was  preferved  by 
^'  the  4th  chapter  of  the  aft  of  1703.  The  BITTERNESS  of  the 
'*  puniihment  is  reftrained,  and  fo  the  ODIOIJSNESS  of  THE  LAW 
^*  is  taken  off." 

This  was  the  opinion  of  a  Lord  Advocate,  deliberately  given  into  the 
cqurt  in  writing,  within  ten  years  after  the  pafling  of  the  aft  of  1703,  . 
when  all  the  circumftaijces  concerning  it  niuft  have  been  frefti  in  his  me- 
mory, and  in  that  of  the  whole  country;  and  when  the  perfons  who 
framed  and  paffed  the  law  muft  have  been  ftill  alive. 

The  old  law,  or  rather  the  puniftiment  of  the  old  law,  is  not  only 
reqkoned  odious,  but  it  is  clearly  the  opinion  of  Sir  David  Dalrymple, 
that  the  alteration  broyght  about  by  the  aft  of  1705,  according  to  the 
genealogy  which  I  have  afcribed  to  it,  is  to  be  traced  to  the  Re^uolutioni  ^ 
and  that  the  objeft  which  was  accompliihed,  namely,  the  reftraining  the 
bittemefs  of  the  punilhment,  and  removing  the  odioufnefe  of  the  law, 
applied  not  only  to  Leafing-making  or  libel,  but  to  all  crimes  tending  to 
SEDITION  and  DISCORD;  for  he  fays  in  pofitive  terms,  that  Leafing^ 
ptaking  is  the  general  name  for  every  injury  tending  to  fedition  and  difcari. 
The  punifhment  of  tranfportation  never  entered  his  mind,  as  one  which 
the  Court'of  Jufticiary  Tould  infiift  in  fuch  a  cafe;  becaufe,  to  inflift 
that  punifliment,  would  hav#  been  leaving  the  bitterness  of  thepu- 
niihment  unreftrained,  and  would  not  have  taken  o£F  the  odiiousness  of 
the  law.  » 

The  judgment  on  the  relevancy  of  the  libel  under  that  indiftmfint  was, 
finding  the  panneh^  drinking  the  health  of  King  James,  and  his  happy 
reftoration,  relevant  to  infer  an  arbitrary  punijhthent, 

Crawford  is  found  guilty  by  the  verdift  of  the  jury,  the  others 
hot ;  and  the  fentence  infiiftted  by  the  court  was  a  fine  ^f  fifty  founds 
Jierling,  ♦ 

About  the  fame  time,  Oliphakt  Watsoij  and  others,  magiftrates  of 

Dundee,  were  iadifted  for  drinking  the  pretender's  heahh,  and  for  ftop- 

mng  the  ringing  of  the  bells  of  the  town  on  the  acceflion  of  George  I# 

fbe  libd  was  taund  relevaiJit  to  infer  an  arbitrary  pumjhment. 

The  jury  found  them  guilty,  and  the  court  fcfiifted  the  punifhment  of 

*  Defendauis,    ' 
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deprivation  of  office^  incapability  of  enjoying  office  in  all  time  coming, 
and  a  fine ^  with  imprifimment  for  one  moHth, 

From  thefe  cafes.  Sir,  I  have  a  right  to  draw  this  cohclaiion ;  that 
the  ponilhment  of  tranfportation  is  inapplicable  to  the  crime  of  Leajitt^ 
maktttgy  or  to  any  crime  tending  to  /edition  or  difcord^  not  only  upon  the 
authority  of  Sir  Davi'd  Dalrymple,  the  Lord  Advocate,  and  or  the  Court 
which  pronounced  the  judgments,  but  upon  this  ftrone  and  unanfwerable 
ground,  that  there  is  not  any  infliance  to  be  fbnnd  in  the  records  of 
Jufiiciary,  in  which  that  punifliment  has  been  inflicted  for  fuch  an  of- 
fence :  no  one  furely  will  pretend  to  fay,  that  in  the  then  exifting  ftate 
of  the  country,  with  a  Popifti  pretender,  a  recent  rebellion  and  the 
boofe  of  Brunfwick  but  newly  feated  on  the  throne  of  thefe  realms,  in  a 
part  of  the  united  kingdom  where  the  abdicated  family  was  known  to 
nave  many  adherents,  and  where  fome  of  the  parties  accufed  were  in  the 
ai5tual  exercife  of  magifterial  fundlions,  the  crimes  alledged,  and  proved, 
and  punifhed,  were  not  crimes  of  a  moft  heinous  nature  and  moft  dange- 
rous tendency. 

From  thefe  cafes,  and  from  this  dedu6Uon,  I  draw  this  nndaiiable 
conclufion»*that,  although  tranfportation  is  an  arbitrary  punijhment  by  the 
law  of  Scotland,  it  is  an  arbitrary  punilhment  only  in  cafes  in  their  na- 
ture capital,  becaufe  it  is  on}y  in  fuch  cafes  that  it  has  been  ufed ;  that 
is,  it  is  an  arbitrary  puniihment  in  the  fcale  downwards,  but  not  in  the 
fcale  upwards ;  that  in  that  country  as  in  this,  it  is  a  puni{hment  appro- 
priate to  felonies,  not  to  mifdemeanors ;  that  it  cannot  be  ranked  as  an 
arbitrary  punifhmcnt  in  inferior  crimes,  becaufe  to  fuch  crimes  it  never 
has  been  applied  —  and  here  again  I  mufl  have  recourfe  to  Sir  George 
Mackenzie,  who  fays,  as  I  have  already  (hewn,  that  paritas  rationis  was 
never  held  by  our  anceftors  to  be  a  reafon  for  puniftiing  crimes.  A  doc- 
trine which,  being  founded  in  a  found  principle  of  criminal  jurifpru- 
dence,  viz.  the  certainty  of  puni(hments  and  fafety  of  the  accufed,  will 
apply  univerfally ;  but  which  is  peculiarly  applicable  to  the  underftood 
conftitution  of  the  criminal  law  01  Scotland,  and  is  well  illuilrated  by  a 
leadin?  and  marked  diftindion  between  the  conftitution  of  the  criminal 
law  of  that  country  and  of  this. 

By  the  law  of  England,  crimes  are  divided  into  certain  generic  claffes, 
and  it  might,  though  not  conclufively,  perhaps  be  faid,  that  you  may 
reafon  from  one  generic  fet  of  crimes  to  another;  but  in  Scotland  there 
is  no  fuch  diflindlion.  There  mifdemeanor  is  not  the  genus  of  a  dijiin3 
clafs  of  offences ;  but  each  offence  of  that  fort  flands,  as  it  were,  on  its 
own  feparate  and  diftindl  ground.  Therefore  in  reafoning  on  the  law  of 
Scotland,  you  cannot  poflibly  reafon  from  mifdemeanor  to  mifdemeanor, 
and  fay,  becaufe  one  mifdemeanor  infers  one  fort  of  punilhment,  another 
ihall  infer  that  punifhment  likewife.  Ufage  forms  a  moil  material  part 
even  of  the  criminal  code  of  the  law  of  Scotland.  The  inferior  crimes 
or  delidls  are  all  didin^  and  fpecific,  and  not  generic.  Ufage,  therefore, 
in  regulating  punilhment,  (hould  be  permitted  to  extend  only  to  the  cafes 
where  that  punilhment  has  been  ufed,  otherwife  a  fuppofed  analogy  of 
crimes  would  leave  all  arbitrary  punilhments  in  the  will  of  the  Court, 
and  annihilate  all  certainty,  that  moft  neceflfary  ingredient  in  every  fyf- 
tem  of  criminal  jurifprudence.  If  the  arbitrary  punifhment  of  tranfpor- 
tation, therefore,  has  been,  applied  to  crimes  capital,  it  is  fair  to  fay, 
that  it  may  be  applied  to  all  capital  crimes,  becaufe  they  form  a  general 
dafs.  But  if  it  has  never  been  the  ufage  to  apply  it  to  crimes  kfs  than 
capital,  it  fhall  not  at  pleafure  be  now  extended  to  them.  Nay,  Sir,  if 
♦hat  could  be  flicwn^  whicfi  i  believe  cannot  b^  fhewn^  I  m^an,  if  it 
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could  be  (hewn  jthat  crimes  lefs  than  capital  had  received  that  punifhment^ 
I  (hould  dill  contend  that  thofe  crimes  only  to  which  the  punifhment  of 
tranfportation  has  been  fpecifically  applied  could  be  fo  punifhed^  and 
that  no  crime  or  offence  to  which  it  never  had  been  applied  could  at  this 
time  of  day,  by  the  will  of  the  Court>  have  that  puniftiment  pronounced 
upon  it.  For  example,  if  perjury  had  been  in  ule  to  be  fo  punifhed,  it 
would  not  follow  that  libel  could  be  fo  punilhed ;  if  affcmlt  had  been  ia 
ufe  to  be  fo  punifhed,  it  would  not  follow  that  fubornatum  of  perjwy 
could  be  fo  puniihed,  becaufe  the  ufage  which  had  eflablifhed  the  punifh- 
ment in  one  cafe  could  not,  by  parity  of  reafon,  be  held  to  extend  it  to 
another ;  and  therefore,  if  the  crime  of  Leafing-making^  or  thofe  injuries 
which  lead  to  /edition  and  difcord^  has  never  been  punifhed  with  tranfpor« 
tation,  that  punifhment  cannot  be  applied  to  it  now.  This  dodlrine.  Sir, 
I  perfuade  myfelf,  is  founded  in  found  fenfe,  in  fubflantial  juftice,  and 
in  the  true  tnaxims  of  criminal  jurifprudence.  Sir,  it  is  a  doctrine  ma^ 
terial  in  every  view  of  it,  particularly  in  confidering  thofe  laws  which 
have  palled  in  the  Parliament  of  Great  Britain  upon  the  fubjeft  of  tranf* 
portation,  becaufe  there  is  great  danger,  by  combining  the  police  regu- 
lations of  thofe  flatutes  with  a  loofe  conftrudlion  of  the  law  of  Scotland 
in  awarding  punifhments,  of  eflablifhing  a  fyflem- which  would  fubvert^ 
by  inference,  the  whole  fyflem  of  Scots  criminal  law. 

Sir,  I  fhall  now  fhew,  in  conformity  to  what  I  have  dated  in  the  clofc 
of  my  fecond  propofition,  that  no  ftatute  of  the  Britifh  Parliament  has 
altered  the  law;  confequently,  that  the  Court  of  Judiciary  has  no  power 
to  pafs  fentences,  which  it  did  hot  antecedently  podefs ;  and  that  the  law 
remains  now,  with  refped  to  the  crime  of  Leafing-making,  and  all  crimes 
tending  to  /edition  or  di/cord,  precifely  on  the  footing  on  which  it  was 
placed  by  the  aft  of  1703. 

It  is  unnecefTary,  Sir,  to  inform  the  Houfe,  that  as  to  fome  offences, 
fuch  as  taking  cloth  from  tenters,  and  certain  offences  on  the  Borders^, 
the  punifhment  of  tranfportation  was  enafted  in  the  reign  of  Charles  the 
Second,  foon  after  the  Refloration.  '  But  the  flatute  by  which  that  pu- 
nifhment was  introduced  into  the  law  of  England,  as  generally  applicable 
to  felonies;  is  the  4th  of  Geo.  L  c.  ii.  That  ftatute  proves »  that  in 
England  there  was  no  fuch  punifhment  at  common  law,  but  that  it  is  the 
creature  of  parliament,  and  all  die  flatutes  prove  that  tranfportation  is  a 
punifhment  for  felomes  only.  The  material  obfervation  at  prefent,  how- 
ever, is,  that  the  aft  of  George  the  Firfl:  ordains  that  nothing  therein 
fhall  be  conftrued  to  extend  to  Scotland*  .  - 

The  firfl  Britifh  ffatute  upon  the  fubjeft  of  tranfj^ortation,  applicable 
to  Scotland,  is  that  of  the  6th  of  Geo,  III.  c.  32,  and  it  forms  a.  very 
important  part  of  the  prefent  confideration.  The  praftice  of  Scotland, 
as  I  have  fhewn,  had  oeen  to  adjudge  the  punifhment  of  tranfportation 
in  capital /iffences^  from  the  latter  end  of  the  lafl  century,  viz.  from  1670 
to  the  year  176^,  when  this  laff-mentioned  datute  paffed,  without  any 
legiflative  authority  whatever.  At  this  lafl-mentioned  period,  it  was 
found  neceffary  to  pafs  the  aft  to  which  I  have  referred,  which  is^  matCr 
rial  both  in  its  title  and  preamble.  It  is  "  An  aft  to  extend  the  4th  of . 
"  Goo.  I.  fo  for  as  it  relates  to  the  more  efieftual  tranfportation  of  fe- 
•<  Ions,  to  Scotland.*'  The  preamble  imports  that  there  \yere  certain 
provifions  in  the  4th  of  Geo.  I.  refpefting  the  contrafting  for  the  fervi- 
tude  of  the  perfons  tranfported,  which  it  would  be  convenient  and  ne- 
'  ccffary  to  extend  to  Scotland.  It  therefore  enafts  that  it  fhbuld  be  law- 
ful to  contraft  for  fuch  fervitude,  fo  often  as  any  /enUnce  of  tran/portaSiom 
fhould  be  inflifted. 

3T» 
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•This  a6%,  I  admit  to  tbe  fulled  extent  to  which  it  'tzn  be  cootendcdt 
is  to  be  confideied  as  a  (Natatory  recognition  of  the  puniihment  of  trsmf- 
portacion  by  the  law  of  Scotland,  becaufe  it  is  an  a^  applying  a  reguia" 
lion  of  police  to  a  puniihnnent  fuppofed,  by  the  very  application  of  the 
regulation,  to  have  a  pre^cxiftence.  But  the  queftion  is,  what  did  it 
recognize,  and  how  far  forth  did  it  fan^ify  the  application  of  that  pa< 
nilhment  ?  I  fay  it  muft  be  held  to  have  recognized  it  fo  far  as  it  had 
l>ecn  u fed,  and  not  one  hair's  breadth  farther.  Therefore,  as  the  puailh- 
ment  of  tranfportation  does  not  appear  to  have  been  inflided,  in  any  cafe 
within  the  jurifdidion  of  the  Court  of  Judiciary  not  in  its  nature  capital, 
fo  the  recognition  is  limited  to  capital  crimes,  and  cannot  be  extended  to 
any  6flence  of  a  lower  denomination,  I  admit  that  it  fandlifies  tranfpor- 
tation  as  an  arbitrary  puniihment  —  but  as  an  arbitrary  puniihment  for 
capital  crimes  only ;  that  is,  as  an  arbitrary  puniihment  in  mitigation, 
but  not  in  aggravation  —  or,  in  the  language  of  Sir  George  Mackenzie, 
as  an  aft  of  clemency^  not  of  critelty.  And  iq  the  aft  is  framed,  for  it  is 
clear  that  it  means  only  to  regulate  the  punifhment  of  capital  offences,  as 
is  evident  from  its  fecond  feftion,        ^ 

Upon  this  footing,  the  law  ftood  from  1766  to  1785,  when  the  fepa^ 
ration  from  America,  and  the  impoffibility  of  tranfporting  to  that  coun- 
t;ry  rendered  the  aft  of  the  25th  of  Geo.  III.  c.  46.  necc3ary. 

l^hat  aft  proceeds  upon  an  aft  in  the  preceding  year,  regulating  the 
tranfportation  of  convifts  from  England.  The  objeft  of  the  Engliih 
ftatute  was  to  enable  the  courts  to  order  perfont  liable  to  the  punifliment 
of  tranfportation  to  be  Tent  to  fuch  places  as  His  Majefty,  with  advice 
of  his  Privy  Council,  (hould  think  fit;  and  in  the  fpeech  from  tbe 
•  throne,  at  the  commencement  of  the  fubfequent  feilion  of  Parliament, 
His  Majefty  intimated  that  Botany  Bay,  in  New  South  Wales,  was  to  be 
the  place. 

The  aft  upon  which  I  have  been  obferving  did  not  include  Scotland 
by  name,  and  muft  therefore  have  been  held  not  to  have  extended  to 
Scotland  *. 

It  is  in  the  nature  of  a  mere  regulation  of  police,  fubftituting  a  new 
place  of  tranfportation  in  the  room  of  America;  to  which  wc  could  no 
longer  fend  our  convifts.     The  aft  refpefting  Scotland,  viz.  the  25th  of 
the  King,  c:  46,  follows  the  Englifti  aft  verbatim  in  its  title,  and  accu- 
rately in  its  objeft ;  it  muft  be  confidercd,  therefore,  as  embracing  the 
objeft  of  police  or  regulation  only,  in  confequence  of  the  lofs  of  Ame- 
rica, and  cannot  be  fuppofed  to  have  had  in  view  imy  alteration  in  the 
penal  code  of  Scotland.     Of  courie,  it  miift  be  conftrued  fo  far  as  to 
confine  its  efFeft  to  the-  objeft  of  police ;  and  indeed.  Sir,  it  would  be  a 
moft  grievous  and  alarming  confideration,  if  it  were  poffible  by  implica- 
tion to  make  an  alteration  in  the  principle  of  the  law,  where  all  that  was 
meant  was  a  regulation  as  to  the  mode  of  executing  a  fentence.     Hence 
I  contend,  that  the  conftruftion  of  it  muft  h^JiriSiiJ/imi  juris,  without 
enlargement   by   implication  beyond   its  meaning  01?  profcffed  objeft. 
Having  feen  that  its  objeft  is  mere  regulation  of  police,  let  us  next  con- 
fider  its  enaftments.     It  enafts,  that  "•  when  any  perfon  ftiail  be  con-, 
vifted   of  an  offence  for  which  the  puniihment  of  TRANSPORTA- 
^nON  or  BANLSHMBNT  BEYOND  SEAS  may  be  inftifted,  it  (hall 
and  ill  ay  be  lawful  for  the  court  to  adjudge  him  to  be  tranfportad  to 

*  //  75  intitied,  '*  An  aB  for  the  more  tffsSual  iranfportatioit  af  fdonsi^  or- 
"  other  offenders**     It  U  Z^h  Geo,  IIU  (.  56.  -    - 
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whatever  phce  His  Majefty,  wkh  advice  of  his  IVivy  Council^  ma/ 
iirca.'* 

The  queftion  then  is,  4oes  hanijhmtnt  heymd  feas  carry  the  power  of 
the  court  higher  than  it  flood  before  I  To  which  I  have  no  difficulty  ^i 
ikying,  that  it  cannot  be  ^  held.  ift.  Becaufe  it  is  a  law  of  police,  and 
muft  not  be  permitted  to  alter  the  criminal  code,  where  that  code  limited 
puiiifhment  to  iimple  banilhment  or  expatriation,  without  the  aggrav*« 
tions  of  confinement  and  fervitude  attendant  on  tranfportation.  adiy« 
Becaufe,  applying  it  to  the  fubjedl  under  confvleration,  it  is  to  be  held* 
that  whatever  was  the  puhifhment  which  the  ad  of  1703  impofed,  that 
is  the  punifhment  lawfully  to  be  infilled,  and  no  other  mode  of  exile 
more  aggravated  in  its  nature,  fiy  ad  of  1703,  banilhment  from  Scot- 
land only  is  n^ant^  as  I  have  already  fhewn;  confequently  hanijhmen^ 
beyond  fias^  could  not  be  lawfully  inflidefd  on  the  crime  of  Leafing- 
making,  if  by  baniihment  beyond  feas  be  meant  the  power  of  detaining 
the  perfon  fo  fent  beyond  (eas  in  confinement  in  a  particular  place ;  and 
if  fo,  the  ad  of  the  25th  of  the  King,  c.  ^^^  does  not  by  means  of  thefib 
words  make  any  alteration  in  the  law  as  to  the  fubjed  under  confidera- 
tion.  Next,  it  is  clear  that  the  words,  hanijhment  beyond  feas  y  may  fairly: 
be  conftrued  to  be  fynonimous  with  tranfportation,  and  to  mean  the  fame 
thing,  or  to  be  a  mere  explanation  of  that  word.  And  what  confirms 
me  in  that  opinion  is,'the  form  and  phrafe  of  the  ad  of  the  6th  Geo;  III. 
There  the  word  tranfportation  alone  is  ufed  without  any  explanation ;  yet 
every  thing  which  relates  to  the  mode  of  carrying  tranfportation  into 
execution,  ovhich  can  be  done  under  the  25th  of  the  King,  could  have 
been  done  under  the  6th  of  the  King,  and  therefore  the  words,  hanifh^ 
ment  beyond feasy  carry  the  caie  no  higher  in  any  refped  than  it  ftood  be> 
fore  the  25  th  of  the  King. 

It  is  impoflible  to  argue,  that  if  the  ofiPences  under  confideration  had 
been  committed*  at  any  period  between  the  year  1766  and  1785,  (thajb 
is,  between  the  6th  of  Geo.  III.  and  2Cth  of  Geo.  HL)  that  there  would 
have  been  any  pretence  for  extending  tne  puniihment  of  tranfportation  to 
Leaftng-makingt  or  to  any  crime  tending  to  fedUku  or  difcord  under  the 
words  of  the  ad  1766,  or  under  its  general  import:  and  furcly  acciden- 
tal words  of  mere  tautology  fhall  not  be  cendrued  to  have  that  effed» 
efpecially  when,  no  intermediate  cafe  has  happened  to  juflify-  a  flretch  i[>  . 
unthought-of,  and  fo  extraordinary. 

But,  Sir,  if  thefe  words  could  be  conftrued  to  have  the  efibd  of  tha» 
altering  the  law,  it  is  clear  that  it  was  not  the  intenti<xi  of  the  Legiila'* 
ture  to  make  that  alteration ;  but  that  it  is  purely  the  lefuU  of  an  unob" 
i(erved  and  accidental  expreflion  having  found  its  way  inta  this  ad  of 
parliament,  vk.  Bamfbment  beyond  feas.    In  that  view  of  the  cafe  (hall  it 
be  faid,  that  this  Houfe  will  iland  by  and  fee  a  fentence  executed  un4er 
fuch  circumflances ;  — warranted  neither  by  the  liatute  law  of  Scoi»lapd, 
by  the  general  fyftem  of  the.  Scots  criminal  code,  or  by  the  analogies  of 
the  kw  oi  England,  without  endeavouring  to  flop  it  in  its  courfe? 
Other  important  obfervations  arife  on  the  ad  1785*;  for  egcampie, 
it  is  enaded,  that  if  the  tranfported  peribn  (hall  return  to  Great  Bri* 
tain  or  Ireland^  that  he  (hall  (upon  being  lawfully  convided)  fuifet' 
death,  as  in  cafes  of  felony,  without  benefit  of  clergy.*'    This  claufe 
is  likewife  to  be  found  in  the  ad  of  the.  4th  of  George  the  Firft.    It  is 
likewife  material  to  obfcrve,  that  that  claufe  is  included  in  all  the  ads 
from  the  time  of  Charles  the  Second,  down  to  the  25th  of  the  King, 

*  2^tb  of  Gea,  III,  c,  56. 
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c.  46.  From  hence  I  daw  this  condoiion^  that  without  the  ena^ment 
of  the  legiiLature  upon  -every  new  fyftem  of  regulation  for  tranfporting 
criminaky  it  would  not  be  lawful  for  any  court  to  infiid  the  pain  of  death 
upon  return :  and  as  Parliament  has  obfcrved  the  fame  rule  in  the.ftatutes 
which  relate  to  Scotland,  as  in  thofe  which  relkte  to  England,  I  contend 
that  the  obfervation  is  equally  applicable  to  Scotland  and  to  England.  So 
that,  the  ^giflature  by  inierting  that  proviiion  in  the  a(fl  of  the  25th  of 
Geo.  IIL  (hews  that  Parliament  did  not  think  the  power  would  extend  to 
a  return  from  Botany  fiay,  becaufe  it  had  been  enadod  in  the  6th  of  Geo. 
III.  with  refpedl  to  returns  from  America, 

If  I  have  been  fuccef^ful  in  (hewing  that  the  ad  of  the  25  th.  of  the  King 
does  not  apply  to  die  cafe  of  Leafing-makingt  or  to  offences  tending  VQJe* 
diihn  pr  di/cord^  and  does  not  vary  or  alter  the  meaning  of  the  word  hanifi- 
vtent  in  the  ad  of  1 705,  it  follows  as  a  corrollary  from  that  propofition^ 
that  the  punilhment  of  death  upon  return  cannot  be  legally  inHided.— - 
And  when  it.  is  recoUeded  that  the  view  and  objed  of  this  laft-raentioned 
ad  was  to  repeal  the  punilhment  of  death,  in  all  the  cafes  of  public  libd  or 
Leajittg-makittg,  to  which  by  the  old  laws  of  Scotland  it  had  been  applied ; 
and  that  it  enads,  that  if  the  party  'upoor,  and  cannot. pay  a  fine,  he  (hall 
be  punKhed  in  his  body,  /tfi  and  limb  being  edwaays  preferred;  it  confirms 
'  that  part  of  my  fecond  propo(ition  beyond  a  doubt ;  viz.  **  That  an- 
*'  nexing  the  penalty  of  death  /upon  return,  is  an  aggravation  of  the  pu-» 
•*  niihment,  not  warranted  by  law." 

Sir,  there  is  another  moft  extraordinary  circumilance  in  this  fentence; 
which,  though  I  do  not  reft  upon  it  as  affeding  this  cafe,  fundamentally, 
yet  I  cannot  pafs  it  over  entirely.  It  is  a  powerful  inftance  of  theill  con- 
iequences  that  arife  from  the  want  of  an  appellate  jurifdidion.  The  ad 
of  the  25th  of  Geo.  III.  fays,  if  the  tranfported  perfon  returns  to  Great 
Britain  or  Ireland,  he  (hall  fufFer  death.  The  fentence  fays,  (and  I 
ipeak  from  an  authentic  official  copy,  for  in  fuch  a  cafe,  I  could  not  but 
diftruft  the  printed  account^  till  I  found  it  coincide  in  this,  as  in  every 
thing  elfe,  with  the  office  copy  of  the  record)  I  fay.  Sir,  the  fentence  is, 
that  if  after  being  h  tranfported,  Mrc  Muir  Ihall  return  to,  and  be  found 
at  large  within  any  part  of  Great  Britain  during  fourteen  years,  he  fliall 
fuffer  death,  as  in  cafes  of  felony,  without  benefit  of  clergy.  So  that  the 
ad  fays  one  thing,  the  fentence  fays  another.  The  ad  fays,  he  (hall  be  li- 
able to  fuffer  death  if  he  returns  to  Ireland,  or  to  Great  Britain  :  the  fen- 
tence fays  nothing  of  Ireland.  Sir,  the  fentence  (hould  run  in  the  very 
words  of  the  ad,  otherwifeit  mifleads.  Iguorfintia  juris  neminem  excufatt 
is  a  principle  of  law  which  muft  pervade  thejurifprudenceofeyery  civi- 
lized nation.  Without  fuch  a  principle,  laws,  both  civil  and  criminal, 
would  be  incapable  of  execution,  and  therefore  it  behoves  courts  of  juf- 
tice,  the  more,  to  take  care  that  their  fentences  run  in  the  terms  of  the 
law;  otherwife  they  operate  asfnares  to  the  objedU  of  them.  Whatfo 
natural  as  that  the  offender  (hould  look  to  the  fentence  only  ?  If  he  does 
in  this  cafe,  he  might  think  himfelf  fafe  to  return  to  Ireland-,  and  yet  if 
he  returns  there,  he  will  be  liable  to  be  executed  as  a  felon,  becaufe  igno- 
rance of  the  law  is  no  excufe.  For  although  the  fentence  omits  Ireland, 
the  i^atute  includes  if,  and  the  ftatute,  and  not  the  fentence,  conftitutes 
the  law.  If,  on  the  other  hand,  it  (hould  be  contended,  that  the  court 
in  its  fentence  is  not  bound  to  follow  the  ad,  it  then  comes  to  this,  that 
the  ad  is  no  part  of  the  prefent  confideration,  that  the  ]\i'^gts  probably  did 
npt  read  it,  that  they  certainly  did  not  proceed  upon  it,  and  confequently 
that  the  law  is  not  varied  by  it  j  for  it  cannot  be  afferted  that  it  varies  the 
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law,  fo  as  to  cover  the  fentence,  and  yet  that  the  court  Is  entitled  to  devi- 
ate from  the  aft  of  Parliament  which  makes  the  law. 

This,  Sir,  undoubtedly,  is  a  moft  ferious  feature,  not  only  in  this  cafe, 
but  in  the  whole  fyllem  of  judicial  jnrifprudence  in  Scotland,  in  criminal 
matters. 

In  this  ftage  of  the  argument.  Sir,  I  do  not  hefitate  to  affcrt,  that  I  have 
laid  enough  to  (hew  that  grave  and  ferious  doubts  exift  with  regard  to  thefe 
faitences  in  point  of  law,  and  that  the  crime,  charged  in  the  iridi£tmei)t, 
toeing  nothing,elfe  then  Leafing-mahng^  the  puniftiment  muft  follow  the 
ftatute  of  1 703 ;  of  which  the  higheft  puniftiment  is  baniihment ;  that  no 
higher  puniftiment  could  be  inflidted,  than  mere  expiilfion  from  the  realm, 
that  is,  from  Scotland ;  that  although  the  party  might  be  carried  beyond 
feas,  by  the  mode  of  executing  the  fentence  of  banifliment,  yet  he  could, 
afterwards,  go,  at  his  pleafure,  to  any  part  of  the  world  but  Scotland. 

Having  thus  gone  through  the  fccond  propofition  which  I  had  the  ho- 
nour to  lay  before  you,  in  the  commencement  of  what  I  have  faid,  I  pro- 
ceed now  to  fliew,  according  to  my  third  propofition : 

"  That  if  the  afts  charged  in  the  indi£tments  do  net  conftltute  the 
*'  crime  of  Leafing-mahing^  or  puhlic  lihel^  the  indiftments  charge  no 
**  crime  known  to  the  law  of  Scotland  ;" 

Firft^  *•  Becaufe  there  is  no  fuch  crime  known  to  the  law  of  Scotland, 
**  at  common  law,  as  Sedition  conilituting  a  diftindt  and  feparate  offence  : 
"  and  the  offences  in  queftion  do  not  fall  within  the  flatutory  feditions." 
Secondly^  **  Becaufe  if  there  is  fuch  a  crime,  at  common  law,  thcfe 
♦*  indi6tm«rits  do  not  charge  it,  and  it  would  be  contrary  to  law  to  punifh 
*'  that  (jffencc  by  tranfportation^  and  not  warranted  by  law  to  inflid  the 
**  ipdkn.oi dedth  for  returning  from  fuch  trakfportationy 

Of  the  important  and  weighty  confiderations  in  this  momentous  caufe^ 
this  feems  to  n?e  to  be  the  moil  weighty  in  its  principle  and  confequencee. 
The  other  parts  of  the  cafe  are  grave  and  interefting ;  but  this,  if  I  am 
not  raiftaken  in  my  conception,  overfets  the  moft  important  maxim  that 
is  to. be  met  with  in  the  whole  circle  of  judidal  jurifprudencc. 

The  maxim  to.  which  J  refer,  is  that  (liort  but  material  one,  that  the 
office  of  a  judge,  or  court  of  juftice,  is,  jus  dices  E,  not  jus  dare,  to 
interpret  law^  not  to  make  Iatv» 

If  the  judicial  power  in  any  inftance  ufurps  the  right  of  making  laws, 
the  confequence  muft  be  uncertainty,  tyranny,  and  oppreffion.  Yet  if 
the  crime  of  feditioi\,  as  contended  for  under  thefe  recent  cafes,  exifts  in 
Scotland,  I  will  venture  to  aflert,  that  it  can  ftand  on  no  other  ground 
but  that  moft  dangerous  aflumption  of  the  iegiflative  power,  i)y  the 
judicial. 

Sir,  I  have  heard  that  it  has  been  faid  in  the  courfe  of  the  late  pro- 
ceedings in  the  Court  of  Jufticiary,  "  That  alterations  in  the  ftate  or  fo- 
**  ciety  produce  new  manners,  that  new  manners  produce  new  vices. 
♦'  and  new  vices  produce  new  crimes."  From  which  the  inference  to  be 
expected  is,  that  the  Legiflature  lliould  regulate  and  provide  for  their  trial 
;iirxd  punifliment.  No,  Sir,  110  fuch  thing.  The  in'crence  which  has 
been  made  is,  *'  That  the  Court  of  Jufticiary  has  an  inherent  power  to 
**  pronounce  upon  the  new  crimes,  and  to  appropriate  fuch  apunilhment 
^*  to  them  as  they  (hall  think  fit." 

It  would  be  a  great  relief  to  me  to  hear  a  denial  of  this  repcefcntation. 
But  if  it  was  faid,  then  I  alk  whether  there  ever  was  a  doftrine  held  by 
the  Star  Chamber,  or  High  Commiffion  Court,  which  went  more  dirc<^ly 
to  the  infecurity  and  oppreffion  of  the  fubjeft  ?  And  yet,  without  feme 
fuch  do£trine  as  this,  I  do  not  know  how  the  crime  of  /edition,  as  con- 
tended foPy  in  fupport  of  thefe  judgements,  can  be  maintained* 
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There  are  two  'chffes  of 'fi;atutes  relatiYc  to  fedttion,  bdtdes  tiiofe  againft 
Leafing-making.  The  one  clafs  relates  to  lifings  or  conventions  in  barghs^ 
without  authority.  It  will  not  be  afierted  that  the  cafes  of  Mr.  'Muir  and 
Kir.  Palmer  fall  nadcr  them.  The  other  clafs  relates  to  conventicles,  or 
unauthorifed  alTemblies,  conrocated  for  the  puirpofe  of  feditioufly  promot- 
ing a  certain  form  of  church  government.  They  were  enadted  upon  the 
occafion  of  the  religious  com«notions  of  the  laft  century.  They  arc  all 
repealed,  expired,  or  gone  with  the  occafion  which  gave  them  birth; 
and  it  would  not,  at  any  rate,  be  faid,  thac  they  apply  to  the  cafes  of  Mr. 
Muir  and  Mr.  Palmer. 

There  being  no  other  clafs  of  ftatutory  regulations  which  ranks  fedi- 
tion  as  a  crime,  its  exigence,  in  the  fenfe  contended  for,  mvfl:  reil  either 
on  the  propofition  which  I  have  ilated,  and  which,  I  am  fure,  nobody 
in  this  Houfe  will  venture  to  maintain,  namely,  that  the  Judges  may 
ptake  lawy  as  well  as  interpret  iaiv;  or  upon  fome  authority  equal  to 
ilatute,  namely,  a  clear,  unequivocal  ufage,  and  an  ac^uiefcent  Le- 
giflature,  which  may  confiitute  fomcthing.  like  common  law  upon  the 
/ubjed. 

Now,  Sir,  though  I  cannot  have  looked  with  my  own  eyes  Into  the 
criminal  records  of  Scotland,  yet  I  will  venture,  upon  the  invefligation 
which  has  been  made  under  the,  dire6tion  which  I  have  given,  to  aifcrt 
three  propofitions,  all  of  which  I  defy  the  learned  Lord  ♦,  or  any  other 
perfon,  however  verfed  in  the  law  of  Scotland,  to  contradidl. 

Fir^y  I  aflcrt,  that  there  is  not  a  fingle  inftance  to  be  found  in  t/je 
Records  of  Jufiiciary^  where  the  crime  of  fedition  has  been  tried  difHndtly 
ifrom  treafon  or  leaiing- making. 

Secondly^  That  there  is  not  a  fingle  inftance  of  fedition,  indidted,  tried, 
and  punilhed  as  a  crime  at  common  law,  by  itfelf. 

Thirdly i  There  is  not  a  fingle  inftance  oi /edition  being  punifhed  with 
tran^ortatioH^ 

All  thefe  propofitions  are  conceived  in  a  negative  form :  yet,  bold  as 
it  is  thus  to  afiert  negatively,  I  have  no  difficulty  in  averting  them.  If 
thefc  fads  cannot  be  contradi^d,  I  am  then  entitled  to  fay  that  there  is 
no  one  requifite  which  can  bring  the  crime  of  fedition*  and  the  punifhment 
of  tranfportation  for  that  crime,  within  the  principle  of  common  law ;  for 
if  there  is  no  inftance  of  an  indidment  for  the  crime  by  itfdf,  and  none 
of  the  punilhment  of  tranfportation  having  been  inflidlcd,  even,  when  it 
has  been  indided  for,  in  coujundion  with  another  offence,  there  cannot 
■have  been  any  acquiefcence  or  ufage  to  eftablifh  its  exiftencc  as  a  diftindt 
indiftable  crime.  The  only  other  offence,  to  which  the  term  of  fedition 
is  applied,  is  the  crime  oljeditio  regni,  which  was  a  crime  of  a  higher  na- 
.ture,  and  amounted  to  treafon.  It  is  clear  from  one  of  the  moft  ancient 
authorities  in  the  law  of  Scotland,  the  Regiam  Majeftatem,  Book  I.  chap.i. 
^  4  and  5,  Book  IV.  chap,  i,  §  2  and  5,  that  fedition,  oxfeditio  regni,  was 
\  crime  confifting  of  a^,  and  not  of  words,  aiming  at  the  overthrow  of  the 
King  and  Government;  and  that  it  fell  within  the  defcription  of  treafon, 
and  was  confidercd  by  Sir  George  Skene,  a  lawyer  and  antiquarian,  whole 
authority  will  not  be  difputed,  as  treafon. 

It  appears  from  Sir  George  Mackenzie's  criminal  law.  Book  I.  tit.  7, 
pn  fedition  (as  I  have  already  had  occafion  to  (hew,  in  reafoning  upon  the 
form  of  the  indidlment)  that  there  is  a  clear  diftin<5lion  between  the  fedition, 
whkh  amounts  to  treafon,  and  the  fedition  which  is  analogous  to  riot  \ 

f  Xhe  Lord  Advocate  of  Scotland^ 
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he  terms  this  faft,  as  1  have  already  ftated,  /mfle  cofrvocatm,  and  fays  it 
is  not  held  generally 'to  be  crimen  per  fe;  and  he  lays  it  down  diftinftly 
that  there  is  no  gradation  between  the  tedition  of  treafon,  and  the  fedition 
otjtThpU  coirvocaiion  of  the  Leiges^  fo  that  there  is,  not  only,  no  cafe  to 
fhpport'the  crime,  and  punifnment  of  fedition,  as  diftinft  from  Leafing'* 
makings  but  all  the  general  doftrine  is  decidedly  adverfe  to  the  poffibility 
6£  fucha  diftindlion. 

^  it^  feems  as  if  all  crimes  againft  the  S^ate  in  Scotland  had  their  ori- 
gin in  ftatute,  and  that  between  feditio  regniy  which  is  treafon,  and" 
Leafing-making^  or  fimple  convocation,  with  the  exception  of  the  ftatu- 
tory  crimes  within  boroughs  and  in  conventicles,  already  alluded  to, 
there  is  no  intermediate  offence ;.  a  doftrine  which  is  confirmed  by  the 
opinion  of  Sir  David  Dairy mple  (in  the  cafe  of  Graham)  in  17 15,  to 
tvhich  I  have  already  referred,  and  on  which  I  will  not  again  enlarge. 

Upon  this  part  of  the  law,  a  very  fcrious  confideration  arifes.  Let  us 
fuppofc  that  the  whole  state  law  of  a  country  has  rcf!ed  on  flatute 
dnly,  and  that  any  part  of  the  flatute  law  is  repealed^  and  nothing  put? 
in  its  [)lace  hy  the  Legiflatur'e ;  is  it  clear  that  by  this  aft  of  repeal,  a 
new  crime  riles  at  common  law,  as  a  neceflary  confequencc  of  that  repeal  3 
and  that  it  refts  with  the  will  of  a  court  of  juftice,  to  afcertain  the  n"a- 
fure^of  fuch  an  offence,  and  apportion  its  punifhment  ?  Siich  a  dodrind 
Would  c6mpletely  overfet  the  maxim  to  which  I  have  referred;  that 
Judges  ought  to  interpret  lavjy  but  ought  not  to  make  lazv,  I  take  it. 
Sir,  that  there  is  a  fundamental  ^iftimStion  in  this  view  of  the  fubjedl, 
between  crimes  which  arc  mala  in  fi^  and  thofe  crimes  which  are  in  the 
nature  o^  mala prohibita.  In  the  firll  cafe,  the  crime  would  revert  tp  its 
original  order ;  in  the  fecond,  the  queflion  with  me  is,  whether  it  would 
not  fink  entirely,  until  created  ^gain,  by  an  aft  of  the  LegHlature.  For 
example,  Sir^  by  the  law  of  Scotland,  murder  in  truft^  that  is,  a  fchool- 
rtiafler  or  guardian  murdering  his  fcholar  or  ward,  was  treafon.  By  the 
treafoB  laws  of  England  being  extended  to  Scotland,  that  crime  is  no 
longer  treafon ;  but  it  docs  not  therefore  ceafe  to  be  a-  crime,  for  thisi 
powerful  reafon.  The  crime  of  murder  is  malum  infe^  and  is  prohibited 
by  the  law  of  nature,  which  is  tke  common  lavv  of  every  civilized  com* 
munity }  confequently  it  returns  to  that  clafs  to  which  it  originally  be- 
longed, and  is  triable  and  punifliable  as  the  crime  of  murder.  But.it 
does  not  follow  that  fuch  is  the  cafe  with  crimes  of  pofitivc  inflitutionj 
and  therefore  when  ftate  crimes  have  flood  invariably  upon  flatute  law, 
if  thoie  flatutcs  which  created  thern  are  taken  away  by  flatute,  it  fhould 
feem  that  the  Legiflature  which  takes  them  away,  muft  put  fomething 
in  their  place  ;  otherwife,  if  it  is  left  to  the  courts  of  law  to  aft  without 
flatute,  the  judicial  power  would  be  confounded  with  the  legiflative,  and 
Judges  might,  according  to  their  fancy,  create  what  crimes,  and  inflift 
what  puniflimcnts  they  pleafed.  So  that  if  fedition  was  formerly  enafted 
to  be  treafon  by  the  law  of  Scotland,  and  thofe  treafons  are  repeal6d  or 
▼aried  by  the  aft  which  made  the  treafon  law  of  England  extend  to  Scot- 
land'; the  treafon  of  fedition  is  of  courfe  annihilated,  but  it  does  not^fol* 
lovr  that  another  offence  of  fedition  rifes  at  common  law  t. 

^  Letges  means  the  peopU'^Thofe  v:ho  are  hound  to  allegiance. 

+  T^^e  do^rine  here  laiddovon  is  effeHually  proved^  hy  we  conduH  of  tte 
Parliament  of  Great  Britain},  in  ajpmilating  the  treafon  laws  of  England 
and  Scotland^  By  the  ^th  of  Anne ^  c,  21^  fefl*  7,  it  is  particularly  pro^ 
vide/y  That  theft  in  landed  men  and  other  crimes^  ivhlch  were  trtafon  ly 
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In  no  view  of  this  fubje^^,  thereforey  can  it  be  faid  that  tl^e  cnmc  of 
•  fedition  exiih  in  Scotland,  at  common  law,  tanquam  crimen  ferfe.  Far 
lefs  can  the  punifhment  inflicted  be  founded  in  law,  for  no  inflance  of 
the  punidiment  of  tranfportation  can  be  fiiewn,  in  the  records  of  jufli* 
ciary,  in  any  cafe  of  htafing-making ;  and  no  trial  'whatever  for  {edition 
alone,  excluding  always  that  fedition  which  amounts  to  treafon.  When 
to  this  I  add  the  momentous  confideration,  that  the  Court  of  Jufliciary, 
in  which  this  legiflative  power  is  faid  to  re(l»  is  a  court  from  which  there 
is  ff«  appeal^  but  that  it  is  at  once  original  and  finals  I  cannot,  for  a 
pioment,  give  my  aifent  to  the  do£^rine  contended  for,  in  fupport  of  thefe 
judgements  being  juftified  on  the  footing  of  the  charge  being  for  fedition 

fenerally,  without  admitting  that  there  exiils  in  this  country,  which 
oalls  of  i^  freedom  and  its  laws,  a  fvilem  of  judicial  tyranny,  as  dan- 
gerous as  any  that  ever  waa  contendca  for  in  the  arbitrary  reigns  of  the 
race  of  Stewart. 

Upon  the  whole,  Sir,  I  feel  myfelf  entitled  to  conclude,  that  the  le- 
gality of  thefe  judgements  is  moft  queftionable,  becaufe  the  crime  charged 
in  the  indictment  18  merely  Leajing-maklng ;  becaufe  the  flatute  of  1705, 
limits  the  punifhment  of  that  crime  to  ime,  imprifonment,  and  hanijb' 
ment,  by  which  word  hanijbmenty  is  meant  iimple  expatriation,  unaccom- 
panied with  the  aggravating  circumftances  which  attend  tranfportation^ 
Decaufe  the  pain  of  death  is  taken  away  by  the  Hatute  of  1703  ;  and  yet 
by  the  fentences,  death  is  to  be  infiidted  in  cafe  of  return :  and,  laftly, 
becaufe  there  is  no  common-law  crime  of  fedition,  taken  by  itfelf  fepa- 
rately  and  didinClly,  nor  any  inftance  whatever  of  the  punifhment  of 
tranfportation  for  that  crime  to  be  found  in  the  criminal  records  of  the 
Court  of  JulUciary.  From  all  which  I  draw  this  unanfwerablc  conclu- 
fion,  that  what  (liould  lead  to  the  reverfal  of  the  fentence  in  a  court  of 
lavv,  upon  the  ground  of  legal  error,  (hould  determine  this  Houfe  to 
addrefs  the  throne  for  mercy ^  as  the  only  means  left  to  attain  the  ends  of 
juftice. 

I  am  perfedlly  fenGble,  Sir,  of  the  unavoidable  length  of  the  fubje(f^, 
which  I  have  thought  it  my  dr.ty  to  bring  forward.  But  the  importance 
of  the  cafe  to  the  public,  and  the  necf  fity  I  feel,  on  my  own  account, 
to  make  out  every  point,  in  a  qucllion  which  brings  before  you  the  con- 
duik  of  a  fiipreme  court  of  judicature,  in  matter  of  law  or  difcretion, 
'  make  me  hope  that  yoii.  Sir,  and  the  Houfe,  will  continue  to  me  that 
favourable  attention  which  you  have  hitherto  (hewn  me,  efpecially,  as 
I  can  promilc  that  the  topics  which  I  am  now  about  to  agitate,  are  of  a 
more  intereiliog  nature  than  that  long  legal  difcullion  which  I  have  been 
under  the  ncccllity  of  laying  before  you. 

I  now  proceed  to  flatc  certain  fpecialities  in  the  cale  of  Mr.  Muir, 
Hvhich  do  not  conilitute  legal  error,  but  wliich,  according  to  the  law  of 
this  country,  would  induce  a  court  of  juftice  to  grant  a  new  trial,  and 
fliould  therefore  induce  this  Houfe  to  adopt^  the  motions  with  which  I 
lliall  conclude.  According  to  the  practice  of  Scotland,  if  a  party  is  once 
condemned,  however  evident  it  may  be  that  he  has  not  been  properly 
tritfd,  he  has  no  remedy,  but  muft  refort  to  the  mercy  of  the  Crown,  op 
the  ittterpolition  of  Parliament. 

In  the  cafe  of  Mr.  Muir  there  has  been  a  mis-trial.  Firji^  becaufe 
evidence  was  admitted  againfl:  hi|j^*-which  ought' not,  according  to  law, 

the  laiv  of  Scotland^  Jhould  thereafter  he  confiJered  as  cnpital  offences ;  fo  thdt 
thefiatute  even  exceeds  my  pofition^  hy  not  leaving  it  to  the  common  Lrw  to 
funijb  thofe  ejfences  as  mala  in  fe. 
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to  have  been  admitted*    Secondly^  becaufe  perfons  were  permitted  to  pafs 
upon-  the  Jury,  to  whom  there  was  a  legal  ground  of  obje^ion.    Laftly^ 
becaufe  a  witnefJ^  who  was  called  in  his  defence,  was  committed  for 
prevarication,  prevented  from  being  examined,  and  his  tcftimony  with* 
held  from  the  confideration  of  the  Jury  ;  notwithftanding  the  interpofi- 
tion  and  ^application  of  Mr.  Muir  to  have  him  examined.     It  will  be  ne- 
ceflfary,  in  order  to  make  the  firft  of  thofe  objections  intelligible,  that  I 
iliould  explain  to  the  Houfe,  a  circumflance  of  a  peculiar  nature  in  the 
criminal  law- of  Scotland.     By  that  law,  under  an  a£t  of  the  twelfth  Par- 
liament of  James  Sixth  of  Scotland,  and  Firfl  of  England,  cap.  151,  it 
is  ordained^  ^*  that  in  time  coming,  all  criminal  libels  (hall  contain,  that 
*♦  the  perfons  complained  of  are  an  and/jr/of  the  crimes  libelled,  which 
*^  fliall  be  relevant  to  accufe  them  thereof^  fo  that  no  objection  or  excep- 
**  tion  take  away  that  part  of  the  libel  in  time  coming."    By  art  is 
meatit,  that  the  crime  was  committed  by  his  contrivance ;  by  party  that 
he  was  a  participator  in  it.    In  one  word,  it  is  analogous  to  the  term  ac" 
ceffbry  in  the  law  of  England.    From  the  fbitute  juft  referred  to,  the  per- 
Ib  11  charged  as  priQcipal  could  likcwife  be  charged,  in  the  fiime  indidi- 
ment,  as  acceflory  to  thofe  very  crimes  with  which  he  was  charged  a» 
principal.     But  tnen  it  is  clear  that  the  charge  of  accelTory  cannot,  by 
the  words  of  thellatute,  apply  to  any  other  crime  than  the  principal 
crime  charged  or  libelled,  not  to  any  other  ///v^  than  the  time  laid  in  the 
indictment.  ' 

All  that  the  flatute  does,  is  to  prevent  the  indi(^ment  from  being  de- 
fective in  law,  becaufe  it  contains  allegations  that  the  party,  charged  as 
principal,  is  acceilbry  to  thofe  very  crimes  with  which  he  is  charged  a» 
principal.    Accordingly,  in  this  indi£tment,  Mr.  Muir  is  iudidted  as  be- 
ing art  and  part  in  the  crimes  with  which  he  is  charged  principally.     It 
is  material  therefore  to  fee  what  the  principal  crimes  arc  of  which  he  is 
accufed,  and  what  the  time  is  when  he  is  faid  to  have  committed  them. 
The  a6ts  of  criminality  charged  are,  having  endeavoured,  by  fpecches, 
to  inculcate  feditious  doctrines  at  certain  places  fpecified.    Having  diflri- 
buted  Mr.  Painc's  works,  certain  paflages  of  which  are  ftt  forth  in  the 
indictment  of  criminal  libel.     Having  put  into  the  hands  of  one  William 
Muir,  a  work  called  the  Patriot,  and  having  laid  before  a  meeting  of  the 
Friends  of  the  People  in  Edinburgh,  the  Addrefs  of  the  United  Inlhmen. 
Thefe  are  the  fpecific  offences  charged,  and  the  time  of  committing  them 
is  let  forth  to  have  been  in  the  months  of  September,  Odtober,  November, 
and  December,  of  the  year  1792.     It  appears  from  the  forty-firft  and 
forty-fecond  pages  of  the  trial  by  Creech,  that  Robert  Wcddell,  a  witnefs 
for  the  profecution,  was  aiked,  if  he  remembered  Flower  on  the  French 
Conftitution,  being  mentioned  by  Mr.  Muir,  and  what  was  faid  of  it  ? 
Mr.  Muir  obje^d  to  thii  quefHon,  becaufe  nothing  refpeding  that  book 
was  charged  againfthim  in  the  indictment.  The  Lord  Advocate  contended 
that  he  was  entitled  to  fupport  the  general  charge  of  fedition,  in  the  mi- 
nor propolition  of  the  indidtmcnt,  -by  general  evidence.    Mr,  Muir  faid, 
he  could  not  be  permitted  to  prove  the  murder  of  WitUam^  under  an  ac- 
cufation  of  the  murder  of  Jofjn\  fo  the  jnquiry  about  Flawer^i  book  could 
BOt  be  admitted  where  the  charge  was  publifliing  Paine*s*    Mr.  Creech's 
account  fays,  that  the  Court  was  going  to  give  their  opinion,  when  the 
jjord  Advocate  faid,  he  would  not  give  them  the  trouble,  as  it  was  a 
matter  of  no  importance.     The  other  accounts  of  the  trial  fay,  that  the 
court  did  give  their  opinion  in  favour  of  the  evidence  being  admiflible  un- 
der the  general  charge  of  art  and  part^  or  accejjbry\  and  that  the  Lord 
Advocate  then  declined  proceeding.  This  part  of  the  trial,  therefore,  only 
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ihews  tlie  tendency  of  the  przGtice  and  opinion  of  the  court,  without 
forming  a  ground  of  obje6Hon,  the  evidence  oot  being  preiled.  But  ia 
^t  fifty-fifth  and  following  pages  of  the  trial  by  Creech,  it  appears,  that 
the  fame  principle  was  infifted  upon  by  the  profecutor,  and  rujed  by  the 
court. 

Anne  Fijhei\  a  menial  ferrant  in  Mr,  Muir's  family,  fays,  **  That  ihe 
^'  remembers  Mr.  Muir  fpeakipg  of  the  courts  ip  this  country,  and  iaj- 
**  ing  a  reform  was  neceflary  in  the  Court  of  Seffion  and  JufBciary; 
**  that  there  was  much  nonfenfe  in  the  L>prds  coming  in  parade  ipto 
**  Glafgow,  and  that  the  court  got  their  money  for  nothing,  but  paffiog 
*'  fentence  on  poor  creatures ;  that  after  a  trial  in  Glafgow,  where  Mr. 
*'  Muir  WAS  advocate  for  two  foldiers,  he  faidf  he  had  told  the  court 
••  and  jury  what  they  might  expefi.** 

**  Jlir,  Muir  here  objeaed  to  the  witnefs's  obfervations  on  his  flander* 
**  ing  the  court,  being  admitted  as  evidence,  on  the  fame  grounds  as 
^*  before,  as  fuch  a  charge  was  not  to  be  found  in  the  indidmept." 

'*  Lord  Advocate »  The  quedion  is  (imply  this ;  Has  the  pannel  d«ie 
^*  any  thing  felonioufly  or  feditioufly  againlt  the  King  or  Coaftitutional 
**  Government  of  the  country  ?  and  to  edabliih  this  I  may  draw  my 
•*  evidence  from  every  c]uartcr,  and  from  every  fubje^  not  merely 
*'  from  people  in  the  ftreets,  but  from  his  domeftics ;  nor  am  I  oblig^ 
/*  in  the  inoidment  to  go  into  a  full  condefccndence  of  fa6h;  otherwife 
**  I  might  have  made  it  large  enough  to  have  encircled  the  room.*' 

**  Mr,  Muir, — I  mean  only  to  ilatc  a  broad  fa6t,  which  is,  that  all 
^*  criminal  indictments  fhould  be  particular,  and  the  fa6ts  Specially  coo-* 
**  defcended  upon  ;  that  if  I  am  accufcd  of  murdering  John,  I  may  not 
*'  be  charged  with  murderinffjames ;  fo  for  the  fame  reafen,  if  I  am 
*'  accufed  of  fedition,  the  ra<^s  intended  to  prove  that,  mufl  be  fully 
••  ftatcd." 

"  The  court  were  of  opinion,  tbat  the  general  terms  of  the  indiClment 
**  were  fufficient  to  warrant  the  queflions  relating  to  the  courts,  which 
**  were  a  part  of  the  Conftitution  of  the  country;  that  the  ftatute,  6th 
**  Jac.  I.*,  allowed  other  fa(Ss  to  be  adduced  to  eftabliHi  the  general 
**  crime  charged,  and  therefore  repelled  the  obje6Uon." 

By  this  decifion,  matter  was  permitted  10  go  to  the  confideration  of  the 
Jury,  which  upon  every  principle  of  law  ought  to  have  been  withheld 
From  them.  And  here  again,  Sir,  I  call  to  my  aid,  the  fupporrer,  of 
the  Ctuke  of  Lauderdale,  and  the  apologia  of  all  the  judicial  tyranny  of 
the  reign  of  Charles  II.  Sir  George  Macketiziey  in  his  criminal  law, 
title  ART  and  part,  lays  it  down,  that  the  crime  which  is  laid  as  the 
principal  crime  is  that,  alone,  to  which  the  evidence,  under  the  charge 
of  acceffory,  can  apply.  But,  Sir,  it  feeras,  as  it  were,  an  infult  upon 
common  fenfe,  to  have  recourfe  to  legal  authority  to  inforce  this  argu- 
ment, becaufcitis  founded  in  the  invariable  and  immutable  rules  of  Juf- 
tice,  which  muft  equally  pervade  the  laws  of  all  civilized  countries  j  un- 
lefs  we  are  to  learn  now,  for  the  firfl  time,  that  th6  very  firft,  and  moll 
obvious  principles  of  criminal  jurifprudence  arc  no  longer  to  form  apart 
of  the  fyftem  of  our  penal  laws.  1  afiert  that  the  law  of  Scotland,  as 
well  as  the  law  of  England,  requires,  that  a  perfon  accufed  fhould  have 
the  crime  fpecially  fet  forth,  and  the  time  and  place  of  commitment  af- 
ligned.  The  l;iw  pf  England  has  been  ^n  this  refpe6t  fubjedl  to  Ibmc  ri- 
dicule, becaufe,  though  a  day  muft  be  laid  in  the  in4i^ment,  that  day 
Qeed  not  be  adhered  to  in  proof.    It  is  to  be  remembered,  however,  that 

*  T^is  means  thejiatute  referred  to  above,* 
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though  the  day  laid  may  be  departed  from,  ftill  a  particular  day  mufl  be 
proTed  I  fo  &r  preciiion  is  required.  The  law  of  Scotland  may  admit  of 
iljU  greater  latitude  as  to  time,  but  even  the  law  of  that  country  does  re-* 
quire,  that  fome  particular  time  ihould  be  fpecified.  Imtbe  indi(5tment 
againil  Mr.  Muiry  the  crimes  are  particularized,  the  place  of  committing 
them  is  fet  forth ;  and  it  is  hid,  that  they  were  committed  fome  timo 
within  the  four  months  of  September,  Odober,  No^ember^  and  Decern-' 
ber,  of  the  year  1 792.  The  accufed  then  comes  to  defend  himfelf  agnnft 
the  charge  of  having  committed  the^^rZ/f^^cdmes^  at  the^c^^  places, 
and  within  i)\t ffictfied  time,  when  he  finds  two  words,  art  and  part^ 
introduced  into  the  indidtment,  under  which  the  Court  think  it  lawful 
to  permit  evidence  to  be  given  of  any  a6t  he  may  have  done,  or  any  words 
he  may  have  ufed,  at  any  period  of  his  life,  in  moments  of  domeflic 
privacy  and  inadvertence,  to  be  proved'by  a  menial  fervant  who  may 
have  liflened  at  the  door,  or  been  attendiug  the  family  in  the  feafon  of 
carelefs  conviviality.  Is  it  poflible  that  a  dodrine  io  fubverfive  of  juilice, 
tendins  fo  dire^ly  to  miftead  the  accufed  in  his  defence,  and  to  take  him 
lb  periedly  unprepared,  can  be  the  law  of  any  country  that  calls  itfelf 
civilized  ?  Or  that  an  ai^  which  palTed  at  the  veiy  beginning  of  the  feven^ 
teenth  century,  merely  to  entitle  the  profccutor  to  charge  the  principal 
as  acceiibry,  without  rendering  the  libel*  void  in  law  by  a  defeat  of  form, 
ihould  be  conftrued  in  the  end  of  the  eighteenth  century  to  autho- 
me  a  fpecies  of  proof,  of  which  the  indi^ment  gives  no  notice  I  What 
innocence  i^  fafe,  what  virtue  is  fecure  under  fuch  a  fyflem  ?  The  crimes 
charged  are  fpecific ;  amoi^g  them  there  is  not  a  hint  of  any  abufe  of  th« 
courts  of  law,  yet  that  fad  is  given  in  evidence}  a.  fad  equally  calculated 
to  prejudice  the  Jury  in  their  verdid,  and  the  Judges  in  their  fentencc. 
For  what  bread  b  fo  armed  againft  prejudice,  as  not  te  be  affeded  by  aa 
attack  upon  what  they  may  conceive  to  be  their  dignity  and  juftice  ? 
The  tendency  of  the  fad,  therefore,  as  well  as  its  bein^  no  part  of  the 
crime  charged,  is  an  additional  reafon  againfl  its  being  admitted  in  proof. 
3ut  the  fad  charged  does  not  fall  within  the  time  laid,  it  relates  to  another 
period,  and  to  matter  (if  it  took  place  at  all)  qgite  didind  frontthat  which 
ia  the  fubjed  of  accu(ation.  Sir,  if  in  this  extenfive  and  various  fubjed 
there  did  not  exiii  anothei;  confideration,  I  fhould  fay,  that  this  alone 
was  fufiicient  to  prevent  Mr.  Muir  from  being  t ran fp^rced  to  that  loath- 
ibme  feat  of  crime,  defolation,  and  military  defpotiftn.  1 

I  now  proceed  to  ffate  the  objedion  refpeding  the  Jury  which  was  im- 
pannelled  to  try  Mr.  Muir. 

It  will  not  be  neceflary  for  me  to  confume  any  part  of  the  time  of  the 
Honfe,  by  eflabllfhing,  that  challenges  to  the  Jury,  for  caufc^  in  fuch 
a  crime  as  that  under  confideration,  is  competent  to  the  accufed  by  the' 
law  of  Scotland,  becaufe  the  condud  of  the  court  admits  the  right  to  ks 
full  extent.  If  it  were  neceiTary,  or  if  it  fhould  be  denied,  I  am  ready 
.  to  arg^e  it,  and  to  eflabliih  it  from  ads  of  Parliament,  from  precedents^ 
and  from  x\\p  authority  of  Mr.  Maclaurin^  now  a  Lord  of  feffion,  by  the 
title  of  Lord  Dreghorn,  a  moil  enlightened  and  liberal  reporter  of  Scois 
criminal  cafes. 

When  the  five  fipfl:  Jurymen  were  called  to  pafs  upon  the  trial  of  Mp. 
Muir,  it  appears,  both  from  the  official  copy  of  the  trial,  and  from  the 
printed  trials  before  mc,  that  Mr.  Muir  objeded  to  them  as  Members  of 
an  alTociaxion,  called  the  GoldfmithVHall  alTociation ;  and  that  the  So- 

•  Fidethi  nvords  ofthefiatutt^  /up.  p  6d,  Liiel  means  indi^ment. 
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licitor  General  anfwered  the  obje6Hon.  From  the  official  copy  of  the 
trial  it  appears,  that  the  objection  was  repelled.  In  the  printed  trial  by 
Creech,  the  Lord  Ju(Vice  Clerk  is  made  to  fay,  "  that  it  would  go  to  ex- 
•*  elude  every  man  who  had  taken  the  oaths  to  Government.'* 

Sir,  I  have  already  dated  that  one  of  the  charges  a^inft  Mr.  Muir 
was  the  publifhing  and  diffeminating  Paine's  book.     Now,  Sir,  one  of 
the  declared  and  exprefs  purpofcs  for  which  the  Society  at  Goldfmith*s 
Hall  was  aiTociated,  was  to  counteract  fedltious  doifhines.     Another  ob- 
jed  was  to  check  and  counteract  the  meafures  taken  to  bring  about  a  re- 
form in  the  reorefentation  of  the  people  in  Parliament.    As  £%r  as  tfaefe 
objedh  go,  ancl  as  far  as  I  have  yet  dated  them,  there  certainly  was  no- 
thing in  the  condu£t  or  opinions  of  the  Members  of  the  aflbciation  of 
Goldfmith's  Hall,  which  could  have  conflituted  a  valid  legal  obje^ion  to 
their  being  upon  the  Jury  of  Mr.  Muir.     But,  Sir,  that  ailbciari«n  went 
a  dep  farther,  and  upon  that  the  obje£Hon  reds.     In  the  fird  place^  they 
had  offered  a  reward  to  any  perfon  who  diould  difcover  the  circulators  of 
Paine*8  works,  in  order  that  they  might  be  brought  to  Judice.     So  that 
the  Members  of  that  adbciation  had  adhially  decided  upon  the  guilt  of  that 
particular  a6t  with  which  Mr.  Muir  was  charged,  namely,  the  dideminat- 
ing  and  circulating  Paine's  works.   To  admit  fuch  perfons  upon  his  Jury, 
could  be  attended  with  one  event  only,  his  necedary  and  inevitable  con- 
vifiion.  tt  never  could  be  iniagined  that  thofe  who  had  offered  a  reward 
for  difcovering  the  perfon  who  diould  circulate  that  work,  in  order  that 
he  might  be  brought  to  Judice,  would  fail  to  find  him  guilty,  when  they 
ihould  be  called  to  fit  in  Judice  upon  him;  for  the  very  terms  of  their 
adbclation  decided  upon  the  criminality  of  the  work^  by  an  extra-judicial 
decidoii  that  it  was  libellous.     But,  Sir,  there  is  dill  another  ground  of 
objection  to  the  Members  of  the  Goldfmith's- Hall  aflbciarion.    Mr.  Muir; 
and  other  gentlemen  who  belonged  to  a  Society  for  parliamentary  reform; 
Avent  and  dgned  the  adbciation  at  Goldfmith's  Hall.    The  aflbciatioQ 
druck  his  name  from  their  book ^  and  in  other  refpe6ls,  expreiTed  an  opi- 
nion of  the  criminality  of  the  objects  of  the  Society  for  parliamentary  re- 
form.    The  quedion.  Sir,  h  not  whether  thofe  objcdts  were  criminal  or 
innocent ;  but  whether  the  Members  of  the  adbciation  had  fo  exprefled 
thcmfelves  h  If  they  did  fo  exprefs  thcmfelves,  I  venture  to  fay,  that 
there  is  not  a  principle  of  law,  or  Judice,  upon  which  it  could  be  pre- 
tended, that  they  were  admiilible  as  Jurymen;  or,  being  admitted  upon 
•the  Jury  to  try  Mr.  Muir,  a  pretence  for  faying  that  he  had  ^  fair  trial. 
But,  Sir,  I  do  not  red  on  general  principles  of  fubdantial  judice,  nor  on 
reafons  of  analogy  to  the  law  of  England.     I  fay  the  cafe  has  been  fo- 
lemnly  and  judicially  decided  in  the  law  of  Scotland.    In  the  year  1635, 
Lord  Balmerino  was  indifted  for  this  very  crime  of  Leafing-making, 
.The  trial,  though  a  Scots  cafe,  is  to  be  found  in  Mr.  Hargrave's  ediuon 
of  the  date  trials.  Vol.  I.  p.  470.    By  the  praftice  of  Scotland,  when  a 
.Peer  was  to  be  tried,  his  Jury  confidecl  partly  of  noblemen,  and  partly  of 
•men  of  ^reat  landed  property.     Lord  Balmerino  objedledto  Lord  Mar» 
ihall  bemgone  of  his  Jury ;  alledging  that  he  had  ufed  expredions  which 
implied  that  he  coufidered  him  (Lord  Balmerino)  as  guilty.    It  was  left 
to  the  oath  of  Lord  Marflialk     Lord  Mardiall  fwore,  that  he  had  never 
ufed  fuch  expreflioBs,  aqd  he  was  permitted  to  pafs  upon  the  Jury.    Lord 
Balmerino  made  the  fame  objection  to  Lord  Dumfries.     It  was  put  to 
Lord  Dumfries'  oath.     He  fwore  he  had  never  expredcd  himfclf  as  fup-- 
pofpd.     Lord  Dumfries  was  permitted  to  pafs  upon  the  Jury.     The  00^ 
ledlion  was  then  made  to  Lord  Blantyr^.    It  is  allcdged  againd  my  Lord 
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Blantyre,  *\That  he  cannot  be  upon  the  ajfae  becaufe  he  had  publiclv . 
^^  reported  tofundry^  that  the  jpannel,  in  hisjudgment,  was  guilty  of  the 
^*  dittay^  and  cannot  be  cleared  thereof,  which  tl^y  refer  to  his  Lordfhip'a 
^'  oath,  who  being  fworn,  faid  he  could  not  deny  that  he  had  fpoken  fuch 
**  ^eches ;  vohereuton  he  was  retelUd^  and  ordained  tojland  afide.  *' 

oir,  it  it  impoflible,  if  I  had  oeen  to  indent  a  cafe  on  purpofe,  that  I 
could  have  thought  of  one  more  precifely  calculated  to  meet  eTery  fad  and  • 
principle  for  which  I  contend,  on  the  prefent  occaiion.  The  Members 
of  the  6oldfmtth*s  Hall  aiTociation  had,  to  ufe  the  language  0/  1635, 
ftAlicly  reported  tc  tUND&Y,  that  Mr,  Muir  was  guilty  of  the  dittay,' 
aTtd  could  not  he  cleared  thereof.  For  (hey  had  refolved  and  publiihed, 
that  the  matter  with  which  he  was  charged  was  a  crime,  and  they  had  af- 
fignedit  as  a  reafonfor  ftriking  his  name  from  the  aflbciation,  that  he  bad- 
aSually  done  thofe  things  which  they  had  declared  generally  ta  be  en* 
minaU 

Sir,  the  objection  is  no  perfonal  refle£Bon  on  the  individuals  who 
compofed  the  jury,  fome  of  whom  I  know  intimately,  and  value  fin- 
cerely.  ^  A  legal  obje^Hon  never  can  be  a  perfonal  refledion  in  any  fair 
or  candid  view  of  it.  I  infid:  then,  Sir,  that,  both  upon  principle  and  pre«> 
cedent,  the  objection  taken  by  Mr.  Muir  to  the  firU  five  jurymen,  ought. 
to  have  been  admitted,  and,  that  not  having  been  admitted,  he  was  not 
tried  purfuant  to  the  rules  of  law.  If  the  cafe  had  happened  in  this 
country,  he  would,  upon  this  ground  alone,  have  been  entitled  to  a  new 
triali  or  in  thofe  cafes,  where  the  form  prevents  a  new  trial  from  taking 
place,  the  execution  of  the  fentence  would  have  been  fufpcnded,  till  th& 
legality  of  the  admiilion  had  been  difcuifed  by  all  the  judges  of  £i>gland% 
In  Scotland  the  ufage  does  not  admit  of  any  fuch  proceeding,  or  any 
fuch  relief ;  fo  that  the  only  means  by  which  this  miftrial  can  now  be 
remedied,  is  by  the  merciful  excrcife  of  the  prerogative  of  the  crown  in 
alleviating  or  pardoning  the  fentence  which  has  been  pronounced. 

The  next  point  to  which  I  mean  to  call  the  attention  of  the  Houfe, 
is  but  a  word  J  it  relates  to  the  evidence  of  a  perfon  of  the  name  of  Wil- 
liam Muir,  w*ho  was  called  as  a  witnefs  for  the  profecution.  He  refufed 
from  a  confcientious  or  religious  Icruple  to  take  the  oath,  upon  which 
he  was  committed  to  prifon,  and  informed  by  the  Court,  as  well  as  by 
the  learned  Lord  oppofite  to  me,  that  he  muft  remain  there  for  life,  for 
that  they  knew  of  no  law  by  Which  he  could  be  liberated.  Sir,  an  opi- 
•  nion  fo  prepoderous  in  itielf,  and  fo  contrary  to  all  found,  legal,  and 
conilitutional  dodrinc,  ought  to  be  ftated,  were  it  only  that  it  might  be 
reprobated.  But  I  (late  it,  becaufe  I  conceive  it  likely  to  have  operated, 
not  only  upon  that  witnefs,  who  was  afterwards  perfuaded  to  give  up  his 
fcruples,  and  take  the  oath,  but  becaufe  other  witnefles  might  be  inti- 
midated, and  confequently  that  it  is  to  be  confidered  as  a  circumflance 
tending  to  produce  ai\  unfair  trial. 

The  next  fubje£l  of  confideration  is,  the  conduflof  the  Court,  with 
refpedt  to  the  evidence  of  John  Russel,  who  was  called  as  a  witneft  by 
Mr.  Muir,  in  his  defence.  By  the  law  and  pradice  of  Scotland,  every 
witnefs,  before  he  is  examined  upon  the prnc'tpal  matter^  is  aflced  certain 
preliminary  (Jueftions,  toafcertain  the  credit  that  is  due  to  his  teflimon^. 
One  of  thofe  queftions  is  meant  to  difcovcr  whether  he  has  received  partial 
council  or  advice,  as  to  the  evidence  he  is  to  give.  I  agree  that  it  is  nc» 
cellary,  that  the  witnefs  fhould  anfwer  the  i«/>/W queftions  before  he  is 
permitted  to  be  examined ;  that  is  to  fay,  if  he  were,  contumacioufly, 
CO  refufe  to  anfwer,  faisteftimony  could  not  be  received,  becaufe  he  had 
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refified  whtt  the  law  requifes.  Were  the  preftnt  cafe  of  this  deicription, 
I  fliould  have  nothing  to  offer  to  the  Houfe  upon  the  teftimony  of  John 
Ruffel.  T^e  cafe  upon  which  I  have  to  obfcrre,  is  of  a  very  different 
fdrt.  The  office  copy  of  the  trial  ftates,  "It  being  obferred  by  the 
♦*  Court  that  this  witnefs  (John  Rnflel)  had  bceft  guiit5r  of  conctaKftp;  the 
**  irmiiff  therefore  the  Tuftice  Clerk  and  Lords  Commiffionera  of  Jufti- 
••  ciary  ordain  him  to  be  carried  to  prifon  for  concealing  the  truth,  there 
••  to  remain  for  ihrec  weeks." 

'  The  printed  trial  by  Creech,  p.  87,  88,  dates  that  •*  John  Rnjfei^ 
•«  merchant,  on  being  afted  the  ufual  queftion,  if  any  body  had  inftruft- 
**  ed  him  what  to  fay  ?  replied^  that  he  had  received  generallnftruftiont 
*♦  to  tell  the  truth— Being  aiked,.  where  or  from  whom  ?  faid  he  could 
**  not  recollcdt— Having  produced  bis  citation,  it  was  found  to  be  dated 
**  but  four  days  before ;  and,  as  this  converfation  had  happened  fince 
•*  that  time,  he  was  told,  that  he  mud  certainly  be  able  to  recolle<St  fomc 
*^  of  the  particulars :  bat  on  his  ftill  peffiftiif^  to  fay  he  could  mention 
nobod3r'8  name  who  h^d  fpoke  to  him  on  the  fubjeft,  the  Lord  Advo- 
cate moved  that  he  fhould  withdraw,  and  obferved,  that  as  there  ap- 
^  peared  evident  flgns  of  a  defire  to  conceal  the  truth  in  this  man,  he 
"  hoped  their  lordlhips  would  punifh  him  by  ordermg  him  to  be  coin- 
mitted  to  prifon. 

••  Mr.  Muir  was  going  to  fay  fomething  in  behalf  of  the  man ;  when 
the  Lord  Juftice  Clerk  ftopt  him  by  telling  him  he  had  nothing  to  fay 
«•  in  that  queftion ;  and  the  court  then  ordained  John  Ruffel  to  ut  com- 
^  xnitted  to  prifon,  there  to  remain  for  three  weeks,  for  concealing  the 
»•  truth  upon  oath." 

From  both  thcfe  accounts,  it  appears  that  the  witnefs  was  not  rcjeftcd 
for  contumacy,  but  that  he  was  charged  with  having  concealed  the  trutbt 
in  his  manner  of  anfwering  to  the  preliminary  qireftions.  The  prevarica- 
tion, not  the  contumacy  of  the  witnefs,  was  the  reafon  for  not  examining 
him,  and  fot  committing  him  to  prifon. 

Upon  this  ftate  of  the  cafe  (in  which  the'  record  confirms  tfie  account 
contained  in  the  printed  trial)  it  is  clear  upon  every  principle  of  juftice, 
and  upon  every  technical  rule  of  Scots  law,  that  the  defendant  was  enti- 
tled to  the  benefit  of  Ruffel's  teftimony  ;  and,  therefore,  refufing  ^to  hear 
his  teftimony  conftitutcs  a  mif-trialy  in  fo  far  as  his  evidence  might  have 
materially  affedled  the  verdid  of  the  Jury  and  the  judgement  of  the  court. 
And  here  again  I  muft  have  recourfe  to  the  Minifter  of  Lauderdale's  op- 
preilion,  to  fupport  and  enforce  my  argument.  Sir  George  Mackenzie  lays 
^own  the  diftinclion  between  competency  and  credibility  in  clear  and  per- 
fpicuous  terms,  as  a  diftindlion  well  known  and  recognized  in  the  crimi- 
nal jurifprudence  of  Scotland ;  and  indeed  it  is  impoflible  that  the  diftinc- 
tion  fhould  not  exift,  wherever  law  exifts,  for  it  is  a  diftindlion  effential 
to  fubftantial  juftice.  In  the  255th  page  of  his  criminal  law,  that  author 
fays,  there  is  one  fet  of  objeftions  which  go  to  the  perfons  ofnjoltneffes,  and 
another  fet  of  objeAions  which  go  to  <what  they  fay;  that  is,  m  other 
words,  there  are  objeflions  to  their  competency,  or  to  their  being  ad- 
mitted at  all,  and  there  are  objections  to  their  credit,  or  to  the  effed 
which  ftiould  be  given  to  their  teftimony.  Npw,  Sir,  I  mlaintain  that 
the  objedion  to  the  teftimony  of  Jc^n  Ruffel  went  to  his  credit,  and  not 
to  his  competency.  Had  he  refufed  to  fpeak  at  all,  he  might  have  been 
rejeded  for  the  contumacy  of  that  refufal :  but  by -the  very  ftatetaent  of 
the  ground  of  his  commitment,  it  appears  that  this  "was  not  the  cafe;  for 
he  was  committed  for  concealing  the  truths  as  appears  by  the  entry  in  the 
flice  copy  of  the  judgement.    If  I  were  inclined  to  argue  the  queftion 
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upon  the  ftrift  words  of  the  entry  on  record,  there  is  not,  I  will  venture 
to  fay,  the  fhadow.  of  an  anfwer  to  be  given  to  the  objeftion  of  rejecting 
this  witnefs ;  for  atttcealment  of  the  truth  is  matter  that  goes  merely  to 
the  citiliit  of  the  witnefs.     But  I  admit  (although  it  does  not  appear  from 
the  record  itfelf)  that  the  concealment  or  prevarication  took  place  in  the  />/- 
tial  quejlion  ;  and  cannot  be  applied  to  the  principal  matter.     But  I  deny 
that  this  makes  any  difference  as  to  the  real  merits  of  the  cafe.    At  what- 
ever ftage  of  the  examination  it  took  place,  if  it  was  a  concealment  of 
the  truth,  or  prevarication,  even  amounting  to  perjury  itfelf;  I  infill 
upon  it,  that  it  is  a  quedion  of  credibility  and  not  competency.     Sir,  I 
fee  over  againft  me,  learned  gentlemen,  who  frequently  a^  in  the  charac- 
ter of  fupreme  judges.     I  alk  thofe  gentlemen  then,  whether  in  difpenfing 
juftice  they  do  not  confider  credibility,  as  a  queftion  of  faft ;  whether 
when  they  affume  to  themfelves  the  right  of  deciding,  as  to  the  compe- 
tency of  a  witnefs,  they  do  not  with  the  utmoft  caution,  leave  the  credit 
due  to  the  teftimony  given  by  a  witnefs,  to  be  decided  on  by  the  Jury 
as  matter  of  faft ;  and  whether  they*durft  venture  to  difmifs  a  witnefs 
without  examination,  becaufe  he  had  delivered  his  teftimony  in  a  preva* 
ricating  manner,  or  even  in  a  manner  which  might  require  his  l^eing  com- 
mited  for  perjury,  provided  there  was  no  obje<!ilion  to  his  competency  ? 
Sir,  I  know  that  no  perfon  entrufted  with  judicial  authority  in  a  court 
regulated  by  the  principles  of  the  Englifh  law,  will  venture  to  accept  my 
challehge,  and  I  ain  confident  that  the  fame  rule  is  equally  well  eftablifncd, 
and  ought  to  be  equally  well  obferved  m  Scotland. 

I  would  alk  the  fame  gentlemen,  or  any  others,  not  only  capable  of 
making  a  legal  diftindlion,  but  capable  pf  drawing  thofe  conclufions 
which  are  the  refult  of  plain  common  fenfe,  whether  prevarication,  or 
that  conduA  upon  the  part  of  a  witnefs,  which  leaves  the  truth  or  falfe- 
hood  of  what  he  fays,  as  a  matter  to  be  weighed  and  confidercd,  is  not 
uniformly  and  invariably  a  queftion  of  credibility,  and  confequently  a 
queftion  of  fadl  for  the  jurifdiftion  of  the  Jury,  and  not  matter  of  law 
for  the  court  ?  I  conclude,  therefore,  that  as  the  teftimony  was  withheld 
from  the  Jury,  by  the  authority  of  the  court,  Mr.  Muir  fb  far  forth  has 
not  been  tried.  The  rejefted  witnefs  might  have  given  important  tefti- 
mony for  the  defendant;  he  might  have  been  believed  by  the  Jury,  and 
his  teftimony  might  have  altered  their  verdift.  It  might  too  have  had  an 
influence  on  the  feverity  of  the  fentence ;  but  into  that  I  do  not  now  en- 
ter. I  reft  the  cafe  upon  this,  that  prevarication  goes  merely  to  the 
credit  of  the  witnefs  and  does  not  affeft  his  competency,  a  ftrong  hold 
from  which  no  ingenuity  nor  talents  can  move  me.  This  witnefs  having 
been  committed  before  his  evidence  was  heard,  the  defendant  was  mif- 
tried ;  and  there  being  no  remedy  for  fuch  a  mif-triaU  by  the  law  of  Scot- 
lands  I  am  upon  that  confideration  alone  entitled  in  this  place  to  call  upon 
the  juftice  of  the  crown,  through  the  medium  of  the  addrefs  of  the  repre- 
fcntatives  of  the  people,  to  avert  that  puniftiraent,  which,  I  have  a  right 
to  fay,  might  never  have  been  inflided,  if  the  teftimony  of  RuiJH  had 
been  given  and  confidered  by  the  Jury. 

Sir,  the  condud  of  the  court,  in  rejefting  the  witnefs  under  the  cir- 
cumftances  ftated,  and  the  principles  upon  which  it  is  juftified,  lead  tty 
nothing  ftiort  of  depriving  the  fubjefl  of  his, trial  by  Jury.  For  if  the 
court  can  by  ^ts  unqueftionable  authority  withdraw  from  the  Jury  the 
power  of  judging  of  the  credit  due  to  the  witnefe,  in  the  fu Heft  extent, 
it  can  fhut  out  from  the  trying  tribujial,  that  for  which  it  is  alone  infti- 
tuted,  namely,  deciding  upon  the  guilt  or  innocence  of  the  accufed,  ac- 
cording to  le<ial  and  admiffible  evidence. 
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Mr.  SpBAXBity  I  have  now  ihewn  that  there  was  fuch  error  in  hiw,  at 
might  have  led  to  a  reverial  of  the  judgement ;  and  fuch  rejection  and 
admiflion  of  evidence  as  (hould  have  laid  the  foundation  of  a  new  trial. 
In  goiQg  throuffh  thoic  two  mod  important  diviEons  of  the  fubje^lj  I 
have  done  all  in  my  power  to  preferve  that  calm,  and  if  1  may  nfe  the 
cxpreffion,  that  judicial  temper  of  mind,  which  fuch  a  fubjedl  as  the  pie- 
fent,  in  all  the  views  of  it,  requires.  I  have  made  no  allufion  to  thecha- 
Ta^rs  of  Judges,  whofe  individual  characters  and  legal  information  I 
know  to  be  moil  refpectable.  I  trufl  that  I  have  not  ihewn  any  tendency 
to  perfonal  invective,  and  the  judgements,  in  the  opinion  which  I  enter- 
tain  of  them,  do  not  admit  of  encomium.  I  confider  myfelf,  in  what  I 
.  have  offered  to  you,  to  be  as  much  abftracted  from  any  o£fenfi.ve  perfonal 
attack  upon  the  Court  of  Juiliciary,  as  if  I  had  been  arguing,  profeffiun^i 
^ly,  in  a  court  of  law  upon  a  writ  of  error,  to  reverfe  a  judgement,  or 
}n  fuppcrt  of  a  rule  to  obtain  a  new  trial. 

In  the  part  of  the  fubje^  which  remains,  it  (hall,  (till,  be  my  aim  to 
preferve  the  fame  temperate  line  of  uifculTion;  but  I  am  ready  to  admit, 
that  it  may  be  more  diflScalt  to  execute  my  intention  with  fuccefs.  Sir» 
Ithere  is  foniething  in  the  nature  of  the .  punifhment  impo(ed  upon  thefe 
pnfortunate  perfons,  by  this  extraordinary  and  unprecedented  fentence» 
which  does  lo  agitate  the  feelings,  and  a^edt  the  heart,  that  I  am  at  a 
)ofs  how  to  open,  or,  in  what  manner,  to  unfold  the  queftion  of  difere- 
(ion ;  but  I  mud  now  proceed  to  it,  and  I  hope  I  (hall  accomplifh  the  dif- 
cuiTion  in  fuch  a  temper,  as  is  not  inconfiftent  with  the  decorum  which  is 
due  to  a  court  of  juftice,  or  the  gravity  which  belongs  to  the  fubjed. 

Sir,  it  has  been  repeatedly  faid  in  this  Houfe,  as  I  have  had  occafion, 
in  the  oqtfet,  to  remark,  efpecially  by  a  right  honourable  gentleman*, 
high  in  His  Majefty's  fervice,  that  the  difcretion  which  didated  thefe  pu- 
pilhments  was  ^fmnd  difcretion, 

I  am  ready  to  admit,  that  there  is  no  queftion  in  the  whole  circle  of  ju- 
dicial coniideration,  in  which  there  is  more  difficulty  than  that  of  deter- 
mining the  juil  meafure  of  difcretion,  in  affixing  a  punifhment,  where  the 
law  ha$  left  the  degree  and  meafure  of  it  in  the  power  of  the  court.  The 
law  undoubtedly  holds  out  principles  for  legal  difcretion,'  but  it  is 
io  difficult  in  many  cafes  to  diicover  a  juft  guide  for  its  dire^ion,  that  I 
have  often  been  tempted  to  think,  that  as  it  was  one  of  the  moft  delicate 
branches  of  jurifdi^flion,  both  to  the  feelings  of  the  judge  and  the  intereft 
of  the  public,  fo  it  would  be  defirable,  if  it  were  poffible,  to  relieve  the 
judges  from  that  duty.  In  moft  cafes  of  difcretionary  puni{bment,  a  dif- 
ferent conclufion  will  be  formed  of  its  mikinefs  or  feverity,  according  to 
the  dififcrent  frame  and  ftrudure  of  the  charatflers  and  tempers  of  thofe 
who  contemplate  it.  Their  opinion  about  the  ftate  of  the  public  mind, 
their  apprehendon  of  danger,  or  confidence  in  the  fecurity  and  perma- 
nency of  the  exifting  fyfteni  of  things,  will  produce  various  conclufions, 
as  to  the  oroper  degree  of  punUhmcnt  for  a  ftate  o6fence.  Tfacfe  who  are 
apprehendve  and  alarmed,  will  think  one  meafure  of  puni(]iment  nomoie 
than  due;  when  he  who  feels  little  or  no  alarm,  will  con(ider  a  much 
kfs  degree  of  feverity  to  be  exccffive  and  unjuft.  To  find  a  criterion  or 
jguide  }^  a  confideration  in  ordinary  cafes  to  be  looked  for  in  vain  ;  on  the 
prefent  occafion,  I  truft,  I  (hall  fliciv,  to  the  fatisfa^ion  of  the  Houfe, 
that  we  have  obtained  this  grand  DESIDERATUM,  and  that  there  was 
po  difficulty  arifing  from  the  want  of  a  juft  criterion  to  regulate  the  cxcr- 
cife  of  the  difcretion  of  the  Court  of  Jufticiary,    To  judge  whether  the 
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difcretion  txercifed  was  a  founi  iifcretkn^  it  is  necdTaty  firft  to  collfidef 
the  natttre  of  the  olfence,  and  then  to  compare  it  with  the  p^cife  extent 
ef  fererity  contained  in  the  punifhment. 

The  <^nce  of  Mr.  Moir  and  Mr.  Palmer  is  a  mifdemeanor,  tcA  no- 
thing  more.    Such  as  in  this  country  would  have  received  the  puniihment 
of  fine  and  imprifonment.     The  pillory^  undoubtedly,  is  likewif?  a  com- 
petent fentei^e  in  cafes  of  mifdemeanor ;  but  of  late  years  it  has  fcldom 
been  pronounced,  and,  I  believe,  it  has  not  been  recently  executed  in  the 
inftances,  in  which  it  l^as  been  pr<mounced.    The  offence  of  Mr.  Muit 
confifts,  among  othet  thmgs,  in  pnblilhing  the  writings  of  Mr.  Paine« 
Mr*  Paine  has  been  convicted  as  the  author  of  that  which  Mr.  Muir  cir« 
cuUrted.    Were  Paine  to  return  to  thb  country,  and  the  Court  of  King'a 
Bench  had  to  infltA  the  puni&ment,  for  the  offence  of  which  he  is  found 
^ilty,  (namely,  the  being  the  author  or  publliber  of  thofe  books)  by 
the  law  of  £n^Und,  the  fentence  muft  be  reftri^kd  to  fine  and  imprifon* 
meat,  and  if  pillory  were  to  be  added  by  the  Court,  I  am  entitled  to  fay 
(according  to  the  recent  pra^ice)  that  the  advifets  of  His  Majefty  wouKl 
take  care  to  prevent  the  execution  of  that  part  of  the  fentence,  by  pat' 
doniAg  it^  or  paiTing  it  by.    The  other  parts  of  the  charges  againft  Mr« 
Muir  are  of  the  fame  nature^  namely,  publilhing  libels ;  nnd  they  agree 
with  the  charges  againft  Mr.  Palmer  in  one  refpedl,  his  fole  ofience  beiM 
the  diftribution  and  circulation  of  a  paper  charged  as  feditious.     Infteaa 
of  fine  and  imprifonment,  which  could  have  been  the  only  judgement  pro- 
nounced on  fuch  offences,  in  England ;  the  puni(hment  infilled  on  thefi; 
two  perfons  is  tratifportation ;  a  punilhment  aaapted  and  appropriated  only 
to  felons  and  capital  offenders.    A  tranfportation  too  the  moft  aggravated 
in  its  mode  and  circumftances,  that  is  to  be  found  in  the  hifloiy  of  the 
penal  laws  of  this,  or  perhaps  of  any  country.     Not  like  that  tranfportft* 
tion  which  took  place  before  our  feparation  from  America^  when  therb 
was  a  (bort  and  eafy  voyage  to  the  place  of  deftination ;  a  cultivated  and 
inhabited  country,  a  free  and  civilized  people,  fpeaking  our  own  language^ 
following  purfuits  fimilar  to  ours,  and  where  fervitude  might  be  alleviated 
by  the  example  of  neighbours,  and  that  tendemeis  and  lenity  which  are 
the  invariable  concomitants  of  civilization,  freedom,  knowledge^  and 
morality. 

Far  dtffisrent  is  the  tranfportation  to  Botany  Bay.  The  voyage  is  long 
and  tedious,  and  fo  inconvenient  and  diftreiiing,  independent  otthe  tran-" 
fportation,  as  to  be  a  much  more  fevere  and  dreadful  puni(hment,  than 
anv  which  the  laws  of  England  would  permit  to  be  infliftcd  for*  fuch  a 
crime.  Look,  Sir,  into  the  Report  *  upon  your  table,  defcribing  the  fe- 
verides,  the  hard(hip,  and  almoft  certain  death  attending  that  voyage* 
and  you  will  then  be  able  to  judge  how  far  I  am  guilty  of  exaggerajtion« 
When  they  have  arrived  at  the  place  of  deftination,  the  contraft  with  the 
comparative  happinefs  of  an  American  tranfportation  and  fervitude,  is 
equally  ftriking.  In  New  Holland  there  is  an  inhofpitable  foil,  fo  barren 
that  no  induftry  can  render  it  produftive ;  where  the  means  of  fubfiftence, 
•dependittg  upon  the  fupplies  from  hence,  are«  frequently,  fo  fcanty  as  to 
threaten  the  whole  eilablifhment  with  famine*  againit  which  the  utmoil 
induftry  of  the  executive  government  at  home  cannot  guard.  There  ii 
^tbwtt  a  barbarous  and  hoffile  people,  of  favage  manners  and  unknown 
language.  Within,  inftead  of  mailers  whofe  mild  treatment  might  alleviate 
the  fu&rings  of  thofe  under  their  power,  the  Governors  are  armed  with 
all  the  feverity  of  military  defpotiim.     Inftead  of  companions,  whofe  fo« 

^  Report  of  a  Committee  of  the  Hovfe  ofComimnt  on  $hisfuhje^,  m  I79*« 
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cicty  might  foft6n  the  afflidioas  of  flavcry  and  difgrace,  they  arc  fur- 
lounded  by  the  outcads  of  every  jail  in  England » ignorant  in  mind>  aban- 
doned in  their  morals,  and  devoid  of  every  quality  that  belongs  to  civi- 
lized man.  Yet  this.  Sir,  is  the  fituation  to  which  We  arc  to  permit 
men  to  be  fent  for  a  refidence,  in  one  cafe,  oi /event  in  ^Oiothsx  fiurteen 
years,  more  than  the  computed  duration  of  human  life  in  any  fituation, 
and  at  any  period  of  it;  men  whofe  education  and  habits  have  been'fuch 
as  to  entitle  them  to  be  admitted  to  the  moil  refpe^bk  and  moil  learned 
profeiTions  that  exifts  amongft  us  ! 

An  eloquent  andphilofophical  hidorian  remarks  upon  the  manners  and 
government  of  the  Romans,  under  the  tyranny  of  the  Emperors,  that 
there  were  two  circumflances,  which  rendered  defpotifm  peculiarly  dread- 
ful to  that  people.     Comparing  them  with  the  abfolute  governments  of 
the  £ail,  he  fays,  in  thefe  lad,  the  language  afibrded  no  other  word  for 
government,  l)ut  defpotifm :  and  the  fubjec(,  confidering  that  he  held  hb 
life  at  the  will  of  the  Prince,  looked  upon  the  lofs  of  it  by  the  order  of 
the  Prince,  only  as  an  additional  means  ufed  by  Providence  to  deprive 
him  of  his  exillence.     But  the  minds  of  the  Romans  under  the  Emperors, 
he  fays,  was  very  differently  prepared  for  flavcry.     The  education  of 
Tacitus  and  Pliny  was-  the  fame  with  that  of  Cato  and  Cicero  ;  from  the 
lludy  of  the  Grecian  philofophy,  they  imbibed  the  higheft  notions  of  the 
-  dignity  of  human  nature,  while  they  were  forced  to  fubmit  to  all  themi- 
feries  of  dcfpotic  power.  So  it  is.  Sir,  with  this  dreadful  and  unprecedented 
punifhment ;  the  minds  of  thofe,  who  are  the  ordinary  obje6is  of  tranipor- 
tation  to  Botany  Bay,  are  accuftomed  only  to  their  fetters  and  their  jail: 
their  imaginations  conceive,  and  their  language  expreffes  nothing  but  im- 
morality and  vice,  aud  they  confider  the  abridgement  of  liberty,  or  the 
deprivation  of  life  by  the  executioner,  as  natural  difpenfations  of  Provi- 
dence, which  they  h^e  rcafon  to  exped  as  the  confequences  of  their 
crimes.     But  the  unfortunate  perfons,  who  are  the  obje^s  of  my  addrefs 
to  you  to-day,  educated  as  men  of  learning,  and  bred  up  in  the  habits  of 
virtue  and  religion,  had  no  reafon,  from  any  former  precedent,  or  ac- 
knowledged power,  to  expeft  a  fate  which  is  worfe  than  death  itfelf. 

Sir,  the  enlightened  hiftorian  to  whom  I  have  referred,  fays,  there  was 
another  leading  feature  in  the  Roman  -oppreflion,  which  increafed  and 
aggravated  its  fevcritics.  In  modern  Europe,  the  divifion  of  countries 
into  different  kingdoms  foftens  the  feverities  of  arbitrary  power.  The 
example  of  one  hionarch  may  make  an  impreffion  upon  the  mind  of  ano- 
ther ;  and  if  that  is  not  always  the  cafe,  ftill  the  objeft  of  his  fe verity 
may  efcape  from  his  vengeance,  and  in  another  country,  find  a  new  for- 
tune adequate  to  his  merits,  the  freedom  of  complaint,  and  perhaps  the 
means  of  revenge.  "  But  the  empire  of  the  Romans  filled  the  world, 
and  when  that  empire  came  to  be  governed  by  a  fingle  man,  the  world 
became  a  fecure  and  dreary  prifon  to  his  enemies.  To  refill  was  fatal; 
tb  fly,  impoffible.  Beyond  the  frontiers,  he  could  difcover  nothing  but 
the  ocean  or  defert  land,  inhabited  by  holHle  Barbarians  of  rude  manners 
and  unknown  language,  by  whom  he  might  be  feized,  difcovered,  and 
brought  back  to  an  irritated  mafter." 

Had  thefe  gentlemen  been  fentenced  to  tranfportatiqp,  when  America 
was  the  place  of  deftination,  if  they  had  fallen  under  a  maftei:  naturally 
.tyrannical,  there  might  have  been  fome  relief  from  the  example  of  thofe 
around  him ;  a  new  fituation,  adequate  to  their  merits,  might  have  opened  to 
have  relieved  them  from  their  oppreffion,  and  if  the  fyllcm  of  municipal 
law  wifely  checked  and  prevented  the  means  of  revenge,  ftill  they  would 
'uvc  found  in  the  purfuit  of  knowledge,  •  and  in  the  focicty  of  men 
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letters,  a  refuge  and  folace  from  the  miferies  of  their  fate.  But  in  the 
place  to  which  they  are  now  deftined,  they  are  to  be  the  fubje^s  of  a  mi-' 
litary  defpotifm,  from  which  they  cannot  fly,  but  to  the  unfathomable 
ocean,  or  to  defert  land  inhabited  by  tribes  of  barbarians,  of  rude  man« 
ners  and  unknown  language^  by  whom  they  might  be  feized  and  reftored 
to  an  irritated  mafter^  and  to  the  feverity  of  martial  law. 
-  Such,  Sir,  is  this  aggravated  fpecies  of  tranfportation ;  a  punifhment 
not  only  difproportioned  to  the  offence,  but  harfii  and  unnecelFary,  when 
ic  is  confide  red  with  reference  to  the  fituation  and  character  of  the  perfons 
on  whom  it  is  pronounced. 

Sir,  I  am  not  one  of  thofe,  who  think  that  crimes  fhould  be  punifhed 
differently  in  the  high  and  low,  or  that  one  fpecies  of  puniihment  fliould 
be  appropriated  to  one  rank  and  condition  in  fociety,  and  another  to  ano- 
riier.  But  I  conceive  it  to  be  a  found  and  unerring  maxim  of  criminal 
jurifprudence,  to  make  the  prevention  of  crime  the  objedt  and  end  of  pu- 
niihment. In  exerciiing  a  difcretiou  as  to  punifhment,  therefore,  a 
court  is  bound  to  confider  what  will  be  adequate  and  effectual  to  the  end 
of  prevention,  and  never  to  exceed  it.  In  that  view  of  the.fubjedt  a 
{band  difcretion  neceffarily  includes  the  confideration  of  the  rank,  educa- 
tion, and  condition  of  the  party  convided.  It  is  not  a  found  difcretion 
which  has  recourfe  in  all  cafes,  without  difiindion,  to  the  utmofl  grafp 
of  that  which  the  law  may  be  fuppofed  to  permit :  for  the  mind  of  man 
ihuddersat  a  difproportionate  fentence,  and  feeling  no  refpe£t  for  the  ad- 
miniflration  of  juflice  fo  ilrained,  the  hand  of  authority  is  weakened  and 
palfied  by  the  a6t.  Thefe  principles  and  that  maxim,  efpecially  when 
confidered  with  a  reference  to  the  extreme  harfhnefs  of  thefe  judgements, 
compared  with  thofe  punifhments  which  fliould  have  been  the  guide  to 
its  difcretion,  might  have  ferved  to  moderate  the  condu6t  of  the  court. 

Sir,  there  were  guides  at  hand,  to  which  I  think  the  Judges  were 
bound  to  have  had  recourfe,  as  to  found  and  unerring  rules  of  judgement. 

In  the  firfl  place,  they  might  have  looked  at  home,  and  referred  ^to 
iimilar  cafes  in  the  law  of  Scotland,  in  times  when  the  memory  of  the 
a^of  1703,  was  frefh  in  men's  minds,  in  cafes  where  the  crimes  punifli- 
ed  were  Leafing- making ;  and  of  that  aggravated  fort  which  infulted  the 
Prince  upon  the  throne,  attacked  the  lucceflion  of  the  Houfe  of  Brunf- 
wick,  with  a  foreign  enemy  at  our  door,  and  a  rebellion  jufl  ready  to 
break  out,  or  but  recently  quelled.  They  would  then  have  found  that 
the  only  punifhments  infiidted  were  fine  and  imprifonment. 

If  they  hadnot  chofen  to.follow  the  example  of  their  Scots  anceflors, 
they  might  have  referred  to  the  mild  but  fufEcient  laws-  of  England  Tor 
their  guide.  There  was  every  reafon  for  following  what  the  practice  of 
■England  pointed  out.  In  the  firfl  place,  the  legiflature  uf  both  coun- 
tries in  an  article  of  union,  formally  flipulated  and  agreed,  *  had  ex- 
preffed  a  clear  opinion,w  that.it  would  be  wife  to  have  matters  of  public 
law  and  police  put  upon  the  fame  footing  in  both  countries^  Where  ju- 
dicial difcretion  leaves  much  in  the  power  of  the  judge,  nobody  can  doubt 
that  the  court  would  have  a£ted  a  wife  and  juflifiable  part,  if  in  its  judi- 
cial difcretion  it  had  leaned  to  that  which  the  wifdom  of  our  anceflors 
pointed  out  as  wife  and  politic,  for  legiflative  regulatipn :  efpecially  when 
one  branch  of  the  law,  rcfpe6ling  public  crimes,  or  offences  againfl:  the 
State  or  Government  (I  mean  the  laws  refpet^ing  treafon)  had  been  ren- 
dered the  fame  in  both  countries,  by  a  Britifh  ftatute  extending  the  Eng- 
4ifh  law  of  treafon  to  Scotland.  -  Sir,  there  was  befidcs  this,  another 

•  Eighteenth  Article  of  Union. 
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dear  and  folid  principle,  to  didate  and  Aiggeft  the  analog  of  the  £d§[« 
Ii(h  laws,  namelyy  that  when  fubje^  are  bound  by  the  fame  allegiance 
to  the  fame  Prince  and  State^'  the  rules  of  law  which  regufaite  that  alieg^ 
ance,  and  puni(h  breaches  of  it,  ihould  be  the  fame.  That  which  apUes 
to  the  higher,  applies  equally  to  the  lower  order  of  Hate  crimes.  Scot« 
land  is  bound  by  the  fame  moral  and  political  duties^  with  regard  to  the 
(afety  of  the  Conftttution,  and  the  wel^sire  of  ibciety,  as  England.— 
There  is  no  duty  which  a  perfon  refiding  in  £ngland  owes  to  hia  PrincCf 
which  a  Patron  in  Scotland  does  not  equally  owe  to  him ;  and  he  owes-no 
other.  Their  duties  are  the  fame  with  regard  to  the  legiilature,  for  wr 
live  under  the  fame  legiilatiTe  power.  Everv  breach  of  duty  by  the  one  is 
equally  a  breach  of  duty  by  the  other.  I  nsTe  alwavs  been  of  opinion, 
therefore,  that  the  laws  (hould  be  affimilated  and  made  con&rmable  in  the 
IsBkr^ate  e^encis^  as  well  as  in  treafon.  But  if  the  legiflature  has  not  done 
iay  itill  it  would  have  been  a  juft  and  found  guide  for  a  judicial  diicretioa 
tohaye  referred  to  the  puniihment  of  fiich  crimes  in  £ngland;  as  it  la 
erident  that  what  would  fccure  the  fbte  in  one  countrv,  was  likely  to  do 
ibin  the< other:  CTery  obligation  of  poUtical  morality  being  Tirtually 
and  mutoally  the  fame.  A^Mth  that  index  to  point  the  way,  how  di&-> 
xent  ought  the  fentences  to  have  been  in  thefe  cafes ! 

But  tf  neither  the  example  of  Scots  judicatures  in  former  and  ilmilar 
cafes,  nor  the  daily  praiTtice  of  EngUnd,  were  thought  fit  and  futtable 
guides  for  the  difcretion  of  the  judges,  ilill  there  remained  another,  by 
the  analogy  of  which  they  might  have  been  regulated.  They  might  have 
had  recourfe  to  the  example  of  the  Britiih  legiilature,  in  cafes  that  were 
not  fuppofed  to  fall  withm  the  ordinary  coune  of  the  common  or  ilatute 
law;  they  would  there  have  found,  among  many  others,  the  cafe  of  Hi* 
ihop  Atterbury.  They  would  have  feen  that  *  a  horrid  confpiracy  had 
been  entered  mto  againft  the  reigning  King,  and  that  the  Bifhop  of  Ro- 
chefier,  notwithdanding  the  many  folemn  aifurances,  bv  him  given,  of 
faith  and  allegiauce,  had  been  deeply  concerned  in  forming  and  dire6btng 
the  fa^d  wicked  detellable  confpiracy,  to  procure  a  foreign  force  to  invade 
and  depofe  the  reigning  King»  and  overturn  the  Conditution.  For  that 
crime^  the  ii^  of  attainder  inflidts  upon  him  the  fentence  of  banifiunent 
(that  is,  expuliion  from  the  realm)  aud  he  accordingly  went  to  France: 
They  mi^ht  have  compared  the  crime  of  Mr.  Muir  and  Mrr  Palmer  with 
that  of  the  Btlbopof  Rocheller.  Whatever  heinoufncfs,  alarm,  andap^^- 
prehenfion  may  have  attached  to  the  former,  there  is  nothing  either  ia 
Its  nature,  or  in  the  charader  of  the  times,  that  raifes  it  near  to  the  pitch 
of  the  latter.  Such,  Sir,  are  the  jull:  guides  for  the  dire(5tion  of  the 
court,  but  they  were  all  rejected,  and  inite^d  of  them,  recourfe  was  had 
to  the  law  of  kome  under  the  dominion  of  the  emperors,  as  a  fuitable 
and  fit  analogy  for  a  criminal  court  in  a  free  country.  Sir,  I  quote, 
again,  from  the  authority  of  Creech's  account  of  the  trial.  ** '  A  learned 
judge  in  giving  judgement  favs  (and  the  authenticity  of  my  quotation 
cannot  be  doubted,  for  the  editor  gives  the  Latin  quotations  from  the  Ci- 
vilians with  great  accuracy,  and  they  could  only  flow  from  the  learned 
judge  himfelf)  ^  If  puniihment,  adequate  to  the  crime  of  fedition 
^*  were  to  be  fought  for,  it  could  not  be  found  in  our  law ;  now  thm 

♦  The/i  an  the  v^ords  of  ihe  preamble  of  the  aB  of  attainder^  and  ought 
to  he  compared  with  theft  indt^mtnts^  iojbevj  ho^M  Atterbury  s  crime -exceeded 
them  in  enormity^ 
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^*  torture  is  happily  aboliOied.  The  fole  objeA  of  punifhment  among  us 
^*  is  only  to  deter  others  from  committing  like  crimes  in  time  coming. 
**  In  this  view  I  concur  in  the  tranfportatton  for  fourteen  years,  which 
^^  is  a  mild punijjment^  confidering  the  offence,  and  the  danger  of  the 
**  times ;  by  the  Roman  law,  which  is  held  to  be  our  common  law 
*^  where  there  is  no  flatute,  the  punilhroent  was  various,  and  tranlpor* 
*'  tation  was  among  the  tnildeft  mentioned.  Paulus,  I.  38.  Dig.  de 
^^  Pocnis,  writes,  Adores  Seditionis  &  tumultus  populo  concitato,  pro 
'*  qualttate  dignitatis,  aut  in  fuacam  toiluntur,  aut  beftiis  objiciuntuf, 
*^  aut  in  infulam  depor tauter.  We  have  chofen  the  mildeft  of  thefe  pu« 
*•  niftiments." 

.  The  court  then  rejected  the  judgements  of  their  anceftors  in  171  j.-« 
They  rejected  the  mild,  equitable,  but  efficacious  law  of  England* 
They  rejected  the  difpenfations  of  the  Icgiilature,  as  in  the  cafe  of  At- 
terbury  ;  and  inftead  of  thefe  rational  and  conflitutional  guides,  fugged* 
ed  and  enforced  by  bei^ng  the  laws  of  a  free  people,  and  tending  to  unite 
and  keep  in  uniformity  that  fyftem  of  obedience  due  by  two  nations* 
now  united  in  one,  bound  by  one  allegiance,  and  obeying  one  legiflaturet 
they  have  had  recourfe  to  thetyranny  of  Rome,  under  the  cruel  and 
abfolute  dominion  of  Nero,  Caligula,  and  Domitian ;  when,  according 
to  the  fubiime  language  of  Gibbon,  '*  The  Empire  of  the  Romans 
**  filled  the  world,  and  being  governed  by  a  fingle  man,  the  world  be- 
**  came'a  fecure  but  dreary  prilbn  for  its  inhabitants." 

Such,  Sir,  I  am  forry  to  (ay,  has  been  the  raiflaken  conduct  of  a  Bri- 
tifh  court  of  jufiice^  lodcing  for.  guides  to  dire6k  them  in  the  analogy  of 
defpotifm  and  tyranny,  where  no  analogy  ought  to  be  looked  for ;  and 
difregarding  that  index  which  muft  have  (hewn  them  the  right  road  to 
the  true  and  genuine  principles  of  criminal  difcretioii.  Such  unprece- 
dented feverity,  Sir,  it  is  the  bounden  duty  of  the  reprefentatives  of  the 
people  to  avert;  it  would  be  their  duty  upon  the  coniideration  of  the 
<|ueftion  of  difcretion  alone ;  but  if,  in  addition,  there  is  doubt  as  to  the 
legality  of  the  fentences,  and  reafon  to  think  there  was  a  mtf-trialy  there 
cannot  be  a  difference  of  opinion  about  our  duty  and  our  condudt  in  this 
place.  • 

Sir,  I  am  at  a  lofs  to  conceive  what  arguments  can  be  brought  to 
maintain  a  conclulioQ  contrary  to  that  for  which  I  contend  ;  for  fuch  a 
conclufion  is  as  injurious  to  England,  as  it  is  difgraceful  to  Scotland. 
How  can  this  part  ot  the  ifland  be  governed,  if  in  the  northern  part  of  it 
the  punifliment  for  the  &me  offence  is  fo  far  to  exceed  all  meafure  of  fe« 
irerity  known  here  ?  It  muft  either  be  admitted,  that  the  laws  of  Scot<- 
laod  are  cruel  and  tyrannical,  or  thoie  of  England  weak  and  inefficacious.. 
Sir,  if  this  fyflem  is  perfevered  in,  I  ihall  not  be  without  fufpicion  that 
it  is  intended,  though  it  dare  um  be  avowed,  to  introduce  the  rigours  of 
tranfportation  for  {late  roifdemeanors  into  the  laws  of  the  country. 

Sir,  I  have  now  clofed  this  gi'ave,  important,  and  interefHng  fubjc^* 
I  have  fiiewn  the  legality  of  tbe  fentences  againft  Mr«  Muir  and  Mr, 
Palmer  to  be  quefliooable ;  becaufe  the  law  does  not  authorife  the  po- 
ll ilhnient  of  tranfportation  for  fuch  offexnres  as  they  are  charged  with,  in 
any  view  of  the  queHipn.  I  have  ihcw^n,  that  in  the  cafe  of  Mr.  Muir 
there  was  a  mif'-tnaly  by  the  adnii£ion  of  objedionablc  jurymen,  by  the 
reje&ton  of  legal,  and  the  admiflion  of  illegal,  evidence.  But  even  if 
there  was  no  doubt  as  to  the  legaUty  or  mif-trlal^  fliU  I  have  (hewn,  that 
there  has  been  an  unfound  and  exceflive  exercifc  of  the  difcretionary 
powers  of  the  court,  in  adjudging  thefe  unprecedented  puuiilinients. 
Having  done  thefe  things,  I  have  clofed  my  cafe, 
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Sir,  I  am  vety  apprphcnfive  that  I  have  greatly  fetigued  your  atten- 
tion, and  that  of  the  Houfe,  but  my  apology  mull  be,  that  the  fubjeft 
in  every  view  of  it  called  for  a  full  examination.  Sir,  I  ihould  certainly 
conclude  here,  returning  my  moft  iincere  and  grateful  thanks  to  you, 
and  to  the  whole  Houfe,  for  the  profound  attention  with  which  I  have 
been  honoured  throughout  fo  long  and  intricate  a  quelHon,  were  it  not 
that  I  owe  it  to  myfelf,  (hdrtly,  to  explain  the  motives  which  have  pcr- 
iuaded  me  to  lay  this  moft  momentous  fubje6i  before  you. 
<  As  a  profeilional  man,  I  cannot  wifh  it  to  be  fuppoied  thstt  I  have  any 
over-weening  difpofition  to  bring  the  condu£l  of  Judges  into  public  dif- 
cpffion.  As  a  Scotfman,  I  have  nodefire  to  hold  out  to  public  difappro- 
bation  the  errors  of  that  part  of  the  country  to  which  I  belong,  and  to 
which  I  am  moft  finccrely  attached. 

Sir,  I  have  not  been  led  to  make  thefe  motions  from  the  hope  of  pro- 
feffional  advancement.  For  though  what  I  have  faid  on  the  prefent  occa- 
fion  does  not,  in  any  refpefl,  relate  to  the  courts  in  which  my  prance 
lies,  yet,  what  I  do  upon  thisoccafion,  may  be  fuppofcd  to  imply  a  ge- 
neral readinefs  to  queuion  judicial  authority. 

Sir,  I  have  not  been  led  to  this  meafure  from  any  perfonal  difinclination 
to  the  charadlers  of  the  learned  perfons  who  compofe  the  Court  of  Judici- 
ary, In  that  particular,  my  prejudices  are  all  the  other  way ;  and  I 
(liould  be  much  more  happy  in  an  opportunity  to  praife*  than  I  can  be 
in  an  obligation  to  blame. 

I  cannot  be  influenced  on  this  occafion  by  any  perfonal  partiality  for 
Mr.  Muir  and  Mr.  Palmer ;  I  have  never  feen  them  ;  I  am  totally  unac- 
quainted with  them. 

I  have  not  been  excited  to  take  this  ftep  by  an  approbation  of  Paine's 
do6trine8.  My  fentiments'refpedting  the  works  of  that  perfon  have  been 
recently  and  openly  declared  in  this  Houfe;  and  as  a  reward  for  my  opi- 
nion, Mr.  Paine  has  been  pleafedto  animadvert,  in  a  publication,  upon 
what  I  then  faid,  and  to  place  me,  to  my  furprife,  in  the  company  of  the 
two  right  honourable  gentlemen  over  againft  me.* 

Sir,  I  have  not  been  led  to  bring  this  buftnefs  before  you,  from  a  do- 
lire  of  promoting  a  refonn  in  the  reprefcntation  of  the  people  in  Parlia- 
ment. My  opinion  in  oppofition  to  fuch  a  plan,  (notwitbftanding  my 
attachment  to  the  refpedlable  friends  around  me  who  fupport  it)  has  been 
uniformly  the  fame.  It  has  been  recently,  publicly,  and  folemnly  de- 
clarea  by  me,  in  this  Houfe,  to  reft  in  a  firm  perfualion  of  the  danger 
and  inefncacy  of  fuch  a  meafure.  It  was  declared  by  me  to  be  unihSu- 
enced  by  the  fuppofed  fpirit  of  the  times,  or  by  accidental  circumftances ; 
and  I  can  venture  to  fay,  that,  as  my  opinion  has  been  maturely  formed, 
fo  it  will  tiot  be  readily  or  raftily  altered. 

Sir,  I  have  been  induced  to  bring  forward  thefe  queftions,  from  a  firm 
and  decided  convidtion  that  the  only  means  of  preferving  good  order, 
and  a  due  refpe£t  and  obedience  to  government,  is  to  take  care  that  the 
law  is  difpenfed  in  a  fpirit  purely  judicial ;  that  the  judgements  of  Courts 
of  Juf^ice  proceed  on  legal  authority,  admiflible  evidence,  and  found 
difcretion  ;  and  that  xxndue ^retches  of  iaWy  lame  or  defeH'tvt  probations^ 
dp  not  lead  to  exceilive  and  unprecedented  punifhments. 

Sir,  I  have  been  impelled  to  the  agitation  of  this  fubje£tby  the  natu- 
ral feelings  of  humanity  and  compafBon,  and  that  I  may  do  all  that  is 

*  Mr.  Piitj  and  Mr.  Dundcu. 
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poflible  to  ward  off  the  public  difgracc  which  invariably  accompanies 
individual  oppreiFion. 

I  have  been  impelled  to  it,  In  order  to  prevent  that  greateft  evit  that 
can  befall  the  community — ^the  perverfion  of  criminal  jurifprudcnce  ia 
ilate  crimes.  An  evil,  which  the  hiftory  of  every  country,  and  every 
age,  and  above  all  the  hiflory  of  this  ifland,  might  have  taught  us  to 
sivoidj  as  big  with  mifchief.  Without  having  recourfe  to  ancient  times, 
and  other  natiotis,  from  our  (iwn  hiftory,  we  may  learn  this  important 
and  imprcffivc  leiTbn,  that  judicial  severity  and  public  discon- 
tent have  never  failed  to  accompany  each  other.  Whether  philofophers 
"Will  confider  them  as  caufe  and  effect,  I  (hall  not  ftop  to  inquire ;  that 
they  have  been  uniformly  co-exijlent  is  enough  to  roufe  a  man  of  common  , 
tibfervation  to  try  to  check  the  one,  from  an  honeft  apprehenfion  of  the 
other 

Sir,  I  have  been  induced  to  bring  thefe  judgements  under  your  view, 
becaufe  I  am  attached  to  the  Conftitution  of  England,  as  by  law  eftab* 
li filed.  Becaufe  I  think  the  bleflings  we  enjoy  under  it,  are  put  in  fe- 
rious  hazard  by  the  judicial  power,  preffing  its  authority,  in  doubtful 
queftions,  to  the  very  edge  and  utmoft  grafp  of  its  difcl'etion. 

Sir,  it  is  not  yet  too  late  to  prevent  the  mifchief  to  which  thefe  judge- 
ments may  give  rife,  and  I  muft  think  that  thpfe  who  may  be  inclined 
to  vindicate,  to  deferid,  and  to  excite  fuch  fentences,  do  not  well  con- 
lider  the  dangers  they  are  about  to  encounter.  "  They  embrace  more 
**  than  they  can  hold;  they  ftir  more  than  they  can  qUiet;  they  fly  to 
**  the  end,  without  confideration  of  the  means  and  degrees;  they  try 
•*  EXTitEME  REMEDIES  ^//"ry?,  and  that  which  doublcth  all  crrors,  will 
•'  neither  acknowledge  nor  retra6l:  them.*'* 

Sir,  I  ardently  and  finccrely  wifli  to  prevent  the  confequences  of  eX' 
ircme  remedies  2,nd  unwife  judicial  feverities;  and  I  wi(h  to  accomplifti 
rhy  end  in  a  way  equally  conftitutional  as  it  regards  the  fubj'edl,  and  le- 
fpedful  as  it  regards  the  King.  I  wifti  to  engage,  in  this  moll  intereft- 
ing  caufe  of  humanity  and  juftice,  the  moft  valuable  privilege 'of  the 
Oomfrtons,  the  right  to  approach  the  Throne.  I  w*i(h  to  perfuade  this 
Houfe,  the  reprefentati  ves  of  the  whole  nation,  to  addrefs  the  Sovereign, 
falling  upon  him  humbly  but  earneftly,  to  interpofc  his  moft  favoured 
prerogative  in  behalf  of  thefe  unfortunate  gentlemen,  and  thus  obtain 
for  them  the  difpenfations  of  mercy  :  That  attribute  of  Heaven^  iMch 
hleffes  him  that  gives ^  and  thofe  'who  ajk.  In  this  manner  (by  availing 
myfelf  of  my  tituatiori  in  this  Houfe,  to  open  the  only  channel  for  redrefs 
in  a  cafe  where  all  legal  appeal  is  precluded)  I  do  all  that  an  individual 
can  do,  to  prevent  the  moft  ferious  and  alarming  injury  that  can  happen 
to  the  law  and  the  Conftitution.  In  that^/r//,  and  with  thefe  imprejtons 
I  humbly  move  you,  Sir, 

That  there  be  laid  before  this  Houfe^  a  copy  of  fitch  parts  of  the  books  of 
adjournal  or  criminal  retords  of  the  Court  of  Jujliciary  in  Scotland^  as  con* 
tain  the  libel  or  indiHment y  the  *verdiB  ajid  judgement^  in  the  cafe  of  Thomas 
Muir,  Efq.  Tounger^  of  Hunterjhill^   <ix)ho  was  tried  before  the  Court  of 
ff/lidary  at  Edinburgh^  on  the  ^oth  and 3  ifi  dajs  of  Augufi^  1793* 

•  Lord  Bacon*  s 
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fleais  ef  Mr.  DUNDAS's  %«A,  m  the  Finances  of  the  EAST- 
INDIA  COMPANY,  4fh  Jipril  1794. 

THE  particular  objeft  for  which  I  laft  year  moved  for  a  variety  of 
accounts  relative  to  the  revenues  and  charges  of  the  Britiih  territories 
in  India,  and  to  the  ilate  of  the  £afl-India  Company's  trade,  being  pre- 
paratory to  a  general  arrangement  in  which  the  refpeftive  interefts  of 
the  Public  and  the  Company  were  to  be  adjufted,  it  became  n^cefTary 
for  me  to  extend  my  obfervations  to  the  iituation  of  the  Company's  af- 
fairs in  general,  and  to  the  eflimates  laid  before  the  Committee,  to  fliew 
what  annual  furplus  might  be  expcdted  to  refqlt  from  the  whole  of  the 
revenues  and  trade,  applicable  to  the  benefit  oi  the  proprietors  of  India 
flock,  and  of  the  Public.  On  that  invelligation,  the  pecuniary  arrange- 
in  en  tb  in  the  a£t  paiTed  lafl  feiSon  for  the  renewal  of  the  Company '$ 
charter  were  founded ;  and  I  have  the  fi^tisfa<5tion  now  to  refica,  that 
every  flatement  which  has  fince  been  brought  under  my  confideration, 
has  j unified  the  expedations  I  entertained  from  the  raeafures  I  then  re- 
commended to  the  adoption  of  Parliament. 

In  bringing  before  the  Committee  the  flate  of  the  Eaft-India  Compa- 
ny's affeirs,  I  have  uiTually  coafined  my  remarks  to  the  receipts,  ex- 
pences,  and  debts,  at  the  fevcral  prelidencies  in  India ;  but  the  arninge- 
tnent  made  lad  year,  by  which  the  Public  are  to  participate  in  the  furplus 
arifing  both  from  the  revenues  and  trade,  renders  it  nccelTary  for  roe  to 
examine  equally  the  fituation  of  their  affairs  at  home  and  abroad.  I  iliaU 
therefore  briefly  (late,  as  far  as  the  accounts  enable  me,  the  actual  receipt 
and  charges  of  the  fettlement  in  India  for  the  laft  year,  ending  in  April 
1793,  compared  with  the  eflimates  made  thereof  by  the  refpedtive  Go- 
vernments, and  alfo  with  the  eflimates  laid  before  the  Committee  laft 
fefEon,  on  which  the  refolutious  then  agreed  to  by  this  Houfe  were  found- 
ed. In  like  manner,  I  fliall  flate  the  account&of  the  receipts  and  charges 
af  home,  together  with  the  amount  of  debts  owing  by,  and  value  of  al- 
fets  belonging  to  the  Company,  and  afterwards  bring  the  refuk.of  the 
whole  in  one  general  point  of  view.  This  method  I  mean  to  follow  on 
cveiy  occafion  fo  long  as  it  fliall  be  my  duty  to  bring  the  flate  of  the 
Company's  affairs  under  the  confideration  of  Parliament.  For  having 
recommended  a  fyllem  which»  has  been  adopted  by  Parliament ;  and 
having  founded  that  fyflemupon  flatements  which  were  then  la5d  before 
this  Houfc,  I  think  it  my  duty  to  take  every  opportunity  of  giving  the 
Committee  the  means  of  exafnining  how  far  events  have  juftified  the  ei- 
pedationJ  which  I  have  held  out  to  them. 

Firft;  As  to  the  revenues  and  charges  of  the  territories  in  India. 

BENGAL. 

The  accounts  from  this  prefidency  arc  not 
fo  complete  for  the  year  1792-3,  as  they  ufcd 
to  be  on  former  occafions.  We  have  only  an 
abHradt  of  the  receipts  and  difburfements  for 
that  year,  and  an  abllra6t  of  the  eflimate  for 
the  following  year,  as  they  were  fent  by  a 
foreign  fhip.    The  Government  tfecrc  expert- 
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td  that  the  S^valIo^  Packet  would,  after  the 
capture  of  Pondicherry,  have  been  returned 
to  Bengai,  to  cake  on  board  the^feveral  ftate- 
ments  and  general  books ; .  but  as  this  VefTel 
came  immedutely  .from  Madras,  thofe  ac- 
counts have  probably  been  pat  on  board 
fome  other  (hip  which  is  net  arrived.  When 
thofe  Hatemcnts,  in  detail,  fltoU  be.  received, 
fome  fmall  corrections  will  probably  be  found 
wanting  in  the  third  colunuift.of  the  account  t 

No.  I  and  i  *,  but  not  inch  as  materially  to 
affe6t  the  general  refult.  Cur,  Rupees    Poandi  SterL 

According  to  the  account.  No,  i,  the 
average  receipts  of  the  Bengal  Government 
for  three  ye^n^  17^0-z,  to  1792-3,  inclu-> 
five.  am6ui\ted  to  .         — t        .        —  S)3tr34»898      5»3*3#499 

On  the  average  of  three  years,  1787-8  to 
1789-9(31,  previous  to  the  late  war  in  the  Car- 
natic,  as  ftated  lail  year,  they  amounted  to     5,4;^.i,o67       $,454,  t07 


The  difference  — ■  14,06,169  140,617 

arifes  from  th6  lai;id  revenues  having  |>rod\!C- 
cd  lefs  in  the  two  former  years  of  the  latter 
period)  in  cdnfequeoce  of  a  drought  prevail- 
ing in  fome  of  the  diilridts,  and  from  the  new 
and  important  fyftem  which  has  been  recently 
adopted"  whh  regard  to  th«  future  manage- 
ment of  thofe  revenues,  and  from  the  Keceipts 
from  the  Tales  of  fait  having  been  lower  than 
they  were  in  the  former  period,  and  tefs  than 
they  are  likely  to  be  in  future. 
'  As  coniiderable  expences^  wtie  incurred  at 
Bengal,  in  cpnfequence  of  the  war  ia  1 790*  i 
and  1 79 1-2,  an  average  of  the  charges  for 
thofe  three  years  wouldnot  smfwerany  nfeful 
purpofe  towards  afcertaining  the  expences  of 
that  Government  in  time  of  peace. 

The  next  account,  therefore,  for  doniide- 
ration  is  No.  3,  being  a  eomparifon  of  the 
eftimated  and  adlual  amount  of  the  revenues 
and  charges  of  this  Goveriiment  in  1792-3  ; 
according  to  which,  the  revenues  were  efti- 
jmatedat  —  —  —     5,10,49,205    5,104,926 

And  the  amount  ad^ually  colleded  was  5  > 5  2 ,69, 3  39     5  >  5  26 ,9 3  3 

Theexcefs      —  —  42,20,156        422>oi3 

arifes  from  the  eilinate  having  been  formed  on 

*  As  all  the  capital fums  are  given  in  the  courfe.tf  the  Speech  itfel/^  fo 
as  to  render  the  vjhole  fufficiently  intelligible   to  the  reader^  it  zva.-  ekemed 
unneeejfary  to  infer t  the  particular  accounts  ivhich  arefo  often  referred  to^  and 
nuhich^  for  the  fake  of  accuracy^  are  generally  fuhjoined  t9the  official  copy  of 
thefpeech^  \ 

3Y  2 
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^he  receipts  from  the  land  revennes  and  Tales  Cue.  Rup.     Pounds  Stei!. 
of  fait  of  the  preceding  year,  which  fell  fliort 
of  their  amount  in  former  years ;  and  of  the 
amount  which,  there  is  every  probability,  will 
be  realized  from  thofe  articles  in  future  jrears. 

The  land  revenues,  including  Benares,  ex- 
ceeded the  cilimated  coUedlions  by  —       25,3r;744        2J3»^74 

And  the  fales  of  fait  were  more  than  efti< 

mated  by  —      i5?of»79Q        '5o»579 

The  opium  produced  alfo  24,1  i5h  more 
than  was  eftimated,  and  all  the  other  articles^^ 
it  may  be  obferved»  exceeded  the  cftimate ; 
but  the  difierence  is  not  fuch  as  to  require  any 
particular  explanation. 

The  charges  for  this  year  were  eftimiited  at  -S.,04»23,677  •  3,042,567 

The  amount,  as  far  as  can  be  afcertained 
from  the  prcfent  accounts,  was  -r     2,95,60,684     2^956,068 

So  that  the  a^ual  amount  was  lefi  than  eftir 
mated  by  —  S4624995  86,299 

The  greateft  diflferenpe  is  in  the  military 
charges,  which  were  below  the  eftimate  12,27,527         122,573 

On  the  othef  hand,  the  charges  in  thp  clvi^ 
department  were  more  by  -r —         ^-r        3»53*93*  35i3^3 

Thcfc  two  articles  nearly  account  for  the 
whole  difference.  The  variations  in  the  other 
articles,  are  as  fmall  as  could  be  expeded  in 
accounts  of  fuch  magnitude,  and,  of  courfe, 
do  not  require  any  particular  explanation. 

The  particulars  of  the  military  chs^rges  not 
having  been  received,  I  cannot  llate  what  ar- 
ticles m  that  department  have  been  lefs  expen- 
five  than  eftimated.  It  mud,  however,  afford 
4:Qn{iderable  fatisfadion  to  obferve,  that  the 
Bengal  Government  found  it  pra^ipable  to 
make  fo  confiderable  a  redudion  of  e>.pence^ 
below  the  amount  expeded,  as  it  (hews  the 
attention  paid  to  the  interefts  of  the  Company 
and  the  Public,  in  this  moll  important  fettle- 
znent  in  the  Kad. 

Adding  the  excefs  of  revenue  to  the  dcfi* 
ciency  of  charges,  the  adual  account  i^  better 
than  eflimated  by  50,85,129        508,512 

The  Bengal  provinces  having  produced  in 
this  year  a  nett  revenue  of     *         ■  **5  7908,655     2,570,865 

In  the  fourth  columns  of  the  Accounts  i  and 
2,  are'  the  eftimates  of  the  revenues  and 
charges  of  this  Prefidency  for  1 795-4. 

The  revenues  are  eftimated  at  ■.  5,42,5^,641     5,425^864 

And  the  charges  at        — ^ — •  —    5,24,52,788     5,24^279 

leaving  a  nett  revenue  of  —  2,17,85,853     2,178,585 

The  land  revenues  are  here  eftimated  abopt 
two  lacks  more  th^n  the  aAual  collctfiions  of 

'4 
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4aft  year  ^  and  tlie  revenue  froin  Benares  at  twcr 
lacks  lefs.  The  receipts  frdm  the  fale  of  fait 
are  taken  at  current  rupees  4 ,04,40,000 ;  but 
in  the  letter  accompanying  thofe  accounts,  it 
is  dated,  that  the  fales  to  September  had  ex- 
ceeded that  fum  by  current  rupees  2,58,750,  ' 
;^nd  that*  on  the  ipoil  moderate  computation, 
the  next  f^le  would  amount  to  11,60,000 
more,  being  ^n  increafe  of  current  rupees 
14,18,750  above  the  eftimate,  and 'that  this 
excefs  arifes  not  froni  an  enhanced,  price,  but 
chiefly  from  an  increafed  fale,  owing  to  a 
greater  quantity  having  been  manufa^ured  in 
Bengal,  and  imported  from  the  Coaft; .  The^ 
fales  of  opium  alfo  are  taken  at  tkree  lacks 
^nd  a  half  below  the  ais^opqt  received  'm 
1792.3.                               ' 

irom  thefe  feveral  circumftanccs,  there  caji 
be  no  doubt  but  that  the  aflual  revenues  of  t\^ 
Bengal  provinces  in  1 793-4*  will  exceed  the 
filimate.  -  "^      '  •  ^ 

4'..s''  "MAD  R-A  S,  • 

The  accounts  from  this  Prefidency  are  on 
the  whole  very  fatisfaftory.  For,  although 
the  drought  in  the  Circars  oceafioned  a  conu- 
derable  defalcation  of  revenue  in  the  lad  year, 
below  what  was  exped^ed;  yet,  in  other  iaitanr 
ces,  the  revenues  exceeded  the  eftimate,  and 
the  charges  in  generjil  were  regulated  with  a 
due  regard  to  economy.  The  refult,  there- 
fore, on  the  whole,  prefents  a  more  favourable 
ifbtement^of  the  affairs  of  this  Prefidency  thaij 
many  I  have  formerly  brought  before  the  Com- 
jpittce. 

In  dating  the  revenues  and  charges  of  this 
Govcrnnient,  it  has  been  ufual  with  me,  ip 
conformity  to  the  accounts  reeeived  from  Ben- 
gal, and  laid  before  this  Houfe  in  1787,  to 
Value  the  pagoda  at  four  current  rupees  and  a 
quarter.  This  rate  was,  at  that  period,  un- 
fortunately for  the  Company's  interefts,  jufti- 
fied  by  the  terms  on  which  remittances  were 
made  from  Bengal  to  Madras,,  and  indeed  thi§*  . 
|:ate  w^s  frequently  exceeded,  bills  having  been 
drawn  as  high  as  440  rupees  per  1 00  pagodas. 
The  reverfe  is  happily  now  the  cafe,  the  rate 
of  exchange  being  below  four  rupees  the  pa- 
goda; and,  previous  to  the  Marquis  Corn-  . 
wallis  leaving  India,  Madras  was  fo  far  from 
being  in  want  of  aid  froni  Bengal,  as  to  be 
^bje  to  fend  ^ve  }acks  of  p^iijodas,  or  zoOjOgoI^ 
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in  fpccie  to  that  Prefidency.    Hence  it  would   Fag*  at  Su    Poonds  StcrL 

be  incorrcA  at  this  time  to  take  the  rate  of 

exchange  at  425  rupees  per  100  pagodas;  I 

(hall  therefore  follow  the  valuation  adopted  in 

the  ftatements  laid  before  this  Houie  lad  leilion, 

in  which  the  pagoda  is  rated  at  eight  fhilliDgs, 

in  order  to  compare  the  prefent  accomit»  with 

the  genera]  eilimate  then  proceeded  upon. 

The  account  No.  4  contains  the  amount  of 
xerenues  received  at  this  Prefidency  for  the  laft 
three  years,  of  which,  as  ufual,  an  average 
would  be  given  if  circumllances  remained  the 
fame;  but,  as  in  the  latter  of  thofe  years,  the 
revenues  of  Arcot,  &c.  were  jreftored  to  the 
manaeement  of  the  Nabob,  and  ia  the  laft 
year  tnofe  of  Tanjore  to  the  Raj  ih,  an  average 
would  beufelefs.  The  firil  account  therefore 
to  be  referred  to,  is  No.  6,  which  is  a  com- 
parifon  of  the  eHimated  and  adlual  revenues 
for  the  year  1792-3. 

The  revenues  were  ^/Vw/z/^i/ at  —  61,46,889     2,458,756 

And  the  tf<ff«a/ amount  was  ^»  61,90,775     2,476,310 

Being  more  than  eftimated  —  —  4}>$86  *7>554 

But  although  the  excefs  on  the  whole  is  fo 
fmall,  it  will  be  obferved,  that  in  many  of  the 
refpeftive  articles,  the  difference  between  the 
eilunated  and  adual  amount  is  confiderable^ 
and  requires  particular  mention. 

The  affumed  countries  of  the  Nabob  of  Ar- 
cot, yielded  pagodas,  i>82,397  ™^^^  ^^^^ 
was  eftimated  to  be  colledled  from  them ;  and 
afubfidy  of  pagodas,  1,36,986  was  received 
from  the  Rajah  of  Travancore,  which  was  not 
ftated  in  the  eftimate.  But  the  principal  arti- 
cle of  encreafed  receipt  is  in  the  coUedions 
from  the  Tanjore  country.  On  the  fuppofition 
that  the  country  would  be  reftored  to  the  Ra- 
jah that  year,  the  amount  to  be  received  from 
the  coUedions  and  fubfidy,  was  computed  at 
pagodas  4,85,334;  but  as  the  country  was 
not  refton^,  the  collections,  under  Britiih 
management,  produced  pagodas  12,41,065,* 
befides  pagodas  30,000  to  his  creditors. 

The  charges  of  colle6ling  thefc  revenues, 
including  the  amount  to  be  paid  to  the  Rajah 
per  treaty,  were  pagodas  435,458,  leaving  a 
nett  fum  of  pagodas  8,05,607,  received  from 
that  country  in  thfc  year. 

This  is  a  fufllicient  proof  that  a  fubfidy  of 
pagodas  3,  ^0,000,  and  pagodas  50,000  for  ar- 
rears of  reihcufh,  (making  four  lacks,  not  half 
the  ab<  vc  nett  amount,)  as  Hated  in  the  gene- 
ral eilin  ate  of  laft  year,  is  no  grievous  burden 
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en  t!ie  country,,  and  precludes  every  apprc-    Pag.atSs*   PonndsSterl. 
benfion  of  our  eftimate  not  being  rcalifed  in 
this  refpedt;  the  moderate  Ann  alfo  charged 
1i>*  the  Nabob,  both  for  his  fubfidy  and  his 
creditors,  ought  to  have  the  fame  effe^. 

The  land  revenues  fell  fhort  of  the  effimatc, 
by  pagodas  1,14,996.  This  was  owing  to  the 
drought  and  famine  in  the  Circars,  by  which 
fome  diilri6ts  were  fo  diftreffed  as  to  require^ 
aid,  inftead  of  being  able  to  afford  revenue. 
But  the  greatcft  deficiency  in  the  receipts  be- 
low the  elHmate,  was  in  the  amount  ftipulatcd 
to  be  paid  by  Tippoo,  according  to  the. terms 
of  tht  treaty ;  the  fum  to  be  received  in  that 
year  was  computed  at  pagodas  1^,06,849,  and  , 

the  amount  actually  received  was  pagodas 
4,82,054,  the  difference  is  pagodas  10,24,795, 
or  409,9181.  lefs  than  ilated  in  the  eflimate* 
This  was,  however,  only  a  delay  in  the  pe- 
riod of  payment,  as  the  whole  of  his  kids 
have  fince  been  received  at  Madras. 

The  Guntoor  citcar  exceeded  the  efiimate, 
by  more  than  half  a  lack  of  pagodas,  -and  the 
countries  ceded  by  Tippoo  Sultan,  produced 
more  than  was  computed,  by  upwards  of  a 
lack  of  pagodas  (40,648!.)  For  the  favour-v 
able  realization  of  the  revenues  of  thefc  dif- 
triifls,  the  public  is  indebted  to  the  a^ve  zeal 
and  integrity  of  Captain  Alexander  Read,  to 
whom  the  fettlement  of  the  principal  part  of 
them  has  been  entrufled. 

The  charges  pf  this  Prefidency  for  1792-3, 
were  efti mated  at  ■  ■  ■    ■■         42,00,716     1,680,286 

And  they  amounted  to        ■  —        49,09,163     1,963,665 

The  difference  is  an  excefs  of  ■    ■  7,08,447        283,379 

Of  this  the  military  charges  were  more  than 
eflimated  by  pagodas  4,44,663,  probably  ow« 
ing  to  the  expences  of  reducing  the  army  at 
the  clofe  of  the  war  with  Tippoo.  The 
charges  on  the  affumed  revenues  and  pay- 
ments to  the  Rajah,  would  neceilarily  be  more 
than  the  eflimate,  becaufe  the  Tanjore  coun- 
try was  continued  under  the  Company's  ma- 
nagement for  that  year,  which  it  was  not  fup** 
pofed  would  be  the  cafe.  The  excefs  under 
this  head  is  pagodas  2,93,507.  The  civil 
charges  alfo  exceeded  the  computed^'amount, 
but  the  charges  of  buildings,  and  on  the  re« 
venues  and  cudoms  were  pagodas  1,08,189 
lefs.  ' 

On  the  whole  of  this  account  it  appears, 
that  by  the  improved  revenues  of  the  Guntoor 
circar,  and  the  accei&on  of  the  countriea  ceded 
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]by  Tippoo  Sultan,  the  revenues  of  this  Pic-    Pag.  at  gs.   Pounds SterL 

iidency  are  ac  leno;rh  more  than  adequate  to 

its  expences.     The  nccc  revenue  in  1792-3    • 

having  been  — *  — -  -*-  ii,8i,6i2        512,645 

In  this  amount,  indeed,  a  fum  of  pagoda* 
4,82,054  received  from  Tippoo  Sultan  is  in- 
cluded, which  is  not  to  be  conlidered  as  an  .  ; 
annual  rcfource :  but,  cxcluiive  of  that  re-' 
ceipt,  the  nett  revenue  wai^  pagodas  7,99»558 
or  3i9,'823l. 

In  the  fourth  column  of  No.  4  is  ftated 
the  amount  eilimated  to  be  received  in  the 
year  1793-4,  at  this  Prcfidency,  being     —  5S>S^>^93     ^7^3^>^77 

And  in  No.  5  the  charges  arc  computed  at-       42,53,244     1,701,297 


Malcing  a  nett  revenue  of         —  — -         i5>2'6,^49         530,780 

But  it  is  to  be  obferved,  that  a  fum  of  pa- 
gt:>das,  10,04,553,  eftimate<}  to  be  received 
from  My  fore  in  the  year,  is  included  amongft 
the  receipts^  and  the  nett  ansiount  to  be  paid 
by  the  Nabob  of  Arcot  and  the  Rajah  of  Tan- 
jorcy  allowing  for .  the  extra  charges  on  the 
other  fide  of  the  account,  is  pagodas  1*55,955 
more  than  their  annual  fubfidies  by  the  late 
treaty;  if t-heie  fums  (pagodas  1 1,^,0,486)  be 
dedudled  from  the  amount  of  receipts,  as  be- 
ing an  extra  refource  for  that  year  only,  the 
other  revenues  exceed  the  total  charges  by  pa- 
godas 1,66,463,  and  thereibre,  allowing  for 
contingencies,  we  may  ftatey  that  the  revenues 
of  |he  Prefidency  of  Madras  are  now  adequate 
to  its  ordinary  expences.  And,  confidering 
die  acceifion  of  the  territory  of  Karical  and 
Pondicherxy  lince  thefe  ftatements  were  made,  ^ 

this  eftimate  will  fcarcely  be  controverted. 
Indeed,  as  the  Circars  recover  from  the  late 
calamity,  we  have  good  reafon  to  expe^  that 
a  furplus  revenue  may  be  realized  from  the 
territories  under  this  Prefidency,  applicable 
to  the  purchafe  of  an  inveftment  of  the  piece 
goods  of  that  co2fl. 


BOMBAY. 

The  accounts  .from  Bombay  afe  very  de- 
fective: perhaps  the  difHculty  in  making  a 
fettlement  with  our  new  fubjedls  on  the  Ma- 
labar Coaft,  has  retarded  their  being  com- 
pleted. I  am  afraid,  however,  that  this  can- 
not be  admitted  as  a  fatisfad^dty  apology  for 
fo  much  inattention  and  fuch  repeated  inaccu- 
racies as  have  occarred  at  this  fettlement ;  and 


a  remedy,  correfponding  to  the  dffea^>  muft   "Bombajr  Rap.     Podnds 
be  immddiately  adopted.  at  ss.^  ^d,  SterL 

T^  4ateil  annual  accdunts  from  this  Prefi- 
dency  are  the  a6iual  receipts  and  difburfements 
for  1791-2,  attddiec{timatefbr'i79Z-3,being 
one  year  farther  back  than  the  ilatements  from 
ibe  other  Prefideacies.  But  as  thefe  recounts 
iift¥e  «et  beett-ftated  to  the  Houfe  oh  any  for- 
mer occaiion,  and  as  I  have  no  better  infor- 
HMttten  ^te  enable  me  to  Ibrm  a  general  view  of 
the  revenues  and  charges  of  all  the  lettlements 
in  India,  I  think  it  proper  toYefer  them  to  the 
coniidcration  of  the  Committee* 

The  average  revenues  of  this  Prefidency  for 
three  years,  1789-90,  to  1791-2,  amounted 
to  Bombay  ru^»6  —  —  i5;5o,778      -  t^2,iiz 

The  revenues  for  the  year  1 791  -2  were  efti- 
mated  at,  as  per  No.  9  —  —       15*84,755         178,285 

They  amounted  to  —  —       16,46,356         185,214 

Being  »7<7n?  than  eftimated        -^i*  — -  61,595  6,929 

The  charges  for  that  year,  being  a  period 
of  war,  were  eftiraated  at  —  -^     1,20,52,551     1,355,91* 

They  amounted  to  —  --      1,17,53,461     1,322,264 

Being /^  than  eftimated  ■^—  2i99,090  33^648 

-     III.  ^  MiMMIHB«MBMi4i 

Adding  the  excefs  of  revenue  to  the  deficiency- 
of  charges,  the  aftual  refalt  was  better  than 
the  eftimate,  by  —     .  —  3,60,^85  40>577 


*  ■■■» 


The  lateft  eftimate  received  from  Bombay  is 
for  1792-3,  in  which  the  revenues^  is  per 

No.  7,  are  computed  to  amount  to            —        11,53^92^  242,316 

And  the  chaises,  as  per  Ko.  8^  to      '            6b,5^,39'5  68i,5i59 

■           -1       ■  iiiii. .  i.iii  »i 1 1..1 

Exceft  of  eftimited  charge!        --*-    Rupees    39,04,473  439,253 


BENGOOLEN  and  PINANO,  Btc. 

In  order  to  cdmplCte  the  accounts  of  there- 
Veniies  and  charges  of  all  the  fettlements  in 
Indian  T  have  ufually  ftated  the  fmall  revenues 
coilcfled  at  Bcncoolen  feparatcly,  and  dlfo 
the  expences  defrayed  from  Bengal  for  the 
fupport  of  that  prefidency,  and  of  the  fettle- 
men  t  lately  formed  on  ike  iflahd  of  Pinahg,  to 
which  I  muft  noW  add  an  eftabli(htacnt  luiely^ 
formed  at  the  Andaman  iiladda* 
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The  average  rerenues  of  Beacoolen  for 
three  years.  No.  10.  a,  amounted  to  Dollars  17973S        £«  4^434 

The  fupplies  to  Bencoolen  and  Pinang 
fromBengalfori 792-39 were eftimated at  CRs        6,80,000      ^.68,000 

And  the  amount  a<$ually  fupplied,  No  18, 
was  ■  — —  6,20,927  62,093 

■  rli  ■        .         II  ■ 

Supplies  Icfs  than  cflimated  —     CRs  59»o73       £•  5»9°7 

But  befides  the  above,  the  Supplies  to  the 
illands  of  Andaman  and  St,  Helena  amount- 
ed to  ■  CRs  1,20,917  12,091 

The  fupplies  to  all  the  above  fettlements  for 
i793'4,  arc  eftimated,  in  No,  11,  at    CRs         7,70,000     ^- 77tO00 


GENERAL  VIEW.       -  - 

According  to  thefe  ilatements,  the  revenues 
^nd  charges  of  the  feveral  fettlements  in  In< 
dia,  taken  in  a  colledive  point  of  view,  wera 
in  the  year  1792-^3,  as  follow  : 

REVENUES. 

At  Bengal  by  No.  3.  CRs  5,52,69,339  ;f.  5,526,934 
Madrasby  N0.6.  Pags.  §i»90>77S  M76>3^o 
Bombay    by    Eftimate, 

.    No.  7.      -    -      Rupees        21,53,922  242,316 

jC-  8,245,560 

CHARGES. 

At  Bengal  -  -  CRs  2,95,60,684  jf.. 2,956,068 
Madras       -    -         Pags  49,09,163     1,963,665 

Bombay  p.  EHiraate  Rups  60,58,395        681,569 

5,601,302 

Supplied  from  Bengal  to  Bencoolen,  Pinang, 
Andaman  Ifland  and  St.  Helena,  No. 
i8.  —  CRs      7»4'»S44  74.^84 

Excefs  of  revenues  above  the  civil  and  mili- 
tary charges  ^ — - '    iC- 2>S70>«>74 

The  other  expence  which  is  to  be  provided 

for  out  of  the  revenues,  in  preference  to  the 

provifion  of  inveftment,  is  the  intereft  on  the 

debts  in  India;  the  amount  of  which  for  .the 

year  being  deducted  from  the  revenues,  the 

remainder  is  the  nctt  furplus, 
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The  intereft  upon  the  debts  at  Bengal  by 

No.  i«.  paid  in  the  year  CRs  44»8s,590  £.  44S»S59 
At  Madras,  by  No.  19,      Pags     2,06,434  82,573 

At  Bombay,  as  dated  in  the  account 

laid  before  the  Houfe  laft  year, 

"No,  16.  no  actual  Aatement  for 

1792-3  having be^nreceiyed  Rup«  9^68,863     111,244 

Total  intereft  to  be  deducted  — •  642,376 

Surplus  from  the  territorial  revenues        ■       .■  ■  £.  i,92{r,698 

To  this,  adding  the  amount  received  per 
No.  15,  for  the  fale  of  Import  goods  and 
certificates,  CRs      48,98,387  489,839 

The  total  is  the  fum  applicable  to  the  pur- 
chafe  of  ihveftment,  payment  of  commer- 
cial charges,    liquidation  of  debts,    &c« 

which  by  thefe  accounts  amounted,   in  .   r • 

J 792-3,  to  »— — —  —  ^.2,417,537 

A  part  of  this  fum,  however,  I  muft  obferve,  to  the  amount  of 
192,8211.  was  received  in  the  year  from  Tippoo  Sultan,  and  a  very 
l^rgc  colleftion  was  made  from  Tanjore,  which  country  is  now,  reftored 
to  the  Rajah ;  but  the  expences  of  managing  this  country,  on  the  other 
hand,  confiderably  increafed  the  charges.  In  order  to  make  an  ample 
allowance  for  thefe  articles,  as  not  being  of  a  permanent  nature,  I  mall 
deduft  the  4i7?537Jij  and  confider  the  furplus  arifing  from  the  permanent 
refources  of  the  territories  in  India,  including  the  fales  of  imports,  and 
the  amount  of  certificates,  at  two  millions  flerling.  This  furplus,  after 
allowing  an  adequate  amount  for  the  proviflon  of  inveftment  and  the 
payment  of  commercial  charges,  would  affor4  a  conliderable  fum  to  be 
applied  to  the  reduction  of  the  debts  in  Jndia. 

In  the  obferva.tions  which  I  laft  year  oflfcred  to  the  Houfe,  on  the 
Aatements  refpedting  the  future  produce  of  the  Britifh  territories  in  In- 
dia, I  enforced  to  the  conlideration  of  the  Committee,  the  great  mode- 
ration with  which  the  eflimates  were  formed,  and  ^^prefled  my  decided 
opinion  that  the  annual  nett  revenues  would  in  reality  confiderably 
exceed  the  amount  there  dated. 

That  this  was  really  the  cafe  in  the.  year  1792*3,  appeals  from  the 
following  comparifon  of  thofe  eflimates  with  the  actual  accounts  for  th^ 
year,  as  far  as  they  have  beea  received. 


3Z    a 
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GENERAL  VIEW  of  the  Revenues  and  Charges  in  India, 
for  1792-3,  compared  with  the  average  Edimate  laid  before  the 
Houfe  in  February,   1793. 


ERtmate  in 
REVENUES.    February, 

T 

At  Bengal  -  $9033,000 


Madrai     i , 540,000*   2,476, 3 10 


Bombay      390,625 
6,963,625 


Aaual 
Amount  in 

1798-3- 

S»  5  ^6,934 


M2.316 
8,245,560 


More  than    |    Lefs  than 
theEftixnate  I  ihc^.ftimaic 


of  1793. 

493^934 
936,310 


1,430,244 


of  1793. 


148,309 
148,309 


REVENUES  more  than  in  laft  year's  El&nate    -  jC'^>28i,935 


CHARGES.         £. 

AtBeogal  -  3,047,000 

IVd^dras      2,600,000 

Bombay       541,125 

5,188,125 


2,956,068 

1,963,665 

681,^69 

5,601,302 


363,665 
140,444 
li 

504,109 


£' 

9o»93^ 


CHARGES  more  than  in  that  Eftimate 


90,932 


4131I77 


Excefs  of  Revenues  above  Charges,   hiore  than  in!  ^     qxq    -o 
:  the  kvcragc  eftimate  /*-•    «^^»7S» 


Supplies    from" 
Bengal  to  Ben- 
cpolen,  &c. 

Interefl:     upon 
Debts 


£' 

50,000 

561,923 


£^ 
74,184 

642,376 


£' 


1 


a4,i84  1 


more  than 
in  the  EfK 
mate 


hanl 


104,637 


Nett  Revenues  of  1792-3,  more  than  the  average  eftimate    764,121 


£' 


►  3  50,000 


489,839 


139,839 


Receipts    from^ 
the  fale  of  im- 
ports and  cer- 
tificates 

Larger  furplus,  applicable  to  the  purchafe  of  mveftmcnt,  pay- 
ment of  commercial  charges,  liquidation  of  debts,  &c.  than 
ftated  in  the  average  eftimate  in  February  1793 

The  a6tual  furplus  of  this  year  appears, 
therefore,  to  have  been  903,9601.  more  than  , 

Itated  in  the  eftimate  referred  to.  The  obfer- 
vations  already  made  refpe^ling  the  fums  re-  / 

ceived  from  Tippoo,  and  the  coUedions  from 
the  Tanjore  country,  equally  apply  to  reduce 
this  difference ;  inaking  the  fame  allowance  as 
before,  the  adtual  furplus  from  the  permanent 
rcfources  of  India,  will  appear  to  have  been 
about  500,000].  more  than  ftatcd  in  the  efti- 


i39>S39 


903,c6o 
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mate,  on  which  I  founded  my  csilculatlon  hi 
year.  And  that  a  fiirpius,  nearly  equal  tq 
this  amount,  will  be  realifed  in  future,  appears 
from  the  eilimates  for  the  following  year. 

ESTIMATES  for  1793-4. 

In  ftating  the  eftimates  for  1793-4,  I  ani 
ynder  the  fame  difagreeablc  predicament  with 
rcfpedl  to  Bombay  as  before,  having  only  the 
eftimate  1792-3,  from  that  Prefidency,  to  pro-  '  1 

ceed  upon ;  but  this  I  (hall  prove  is  much 
more  unfavourable  than  there  is  every  reafon 
to  expeft  the  adtual  ftatc  of  the  receipts  an4 
payments  in  that  year  will  be  found  to  have 
been. 

GENERAL  ABSTRACT  of  the  ESTIMATES,  1793-4. 
REVENUES. 

A^  Bengal  by     No.  |.  CRs  5,42,38,641  £.  5,423,864 

Madras  by     No  4.    Pags      55:80,193  2,232,077 
Bombay  Eilimate  for 

^79^-3    -      -     R"PS    ^hS3i9^^  242,3x6 


/.  7898,237 


CHARGES. 

At  Bengal  by    No.  2.  CRs  3,24,52,788     £.  3,245,279 
Madras  by     No.  5.  Pags      42,53,244  1,701,297 

Bombay  Eftimate  for 

1792-3     -     -    Rups     60,58,395  681,569 

. 5,628,145 

/  " 

jf.  2,270,112 
Supplies  from  Bengal  to  Bencoolen,  Pinang, 
Andaman  Ifland,  and  St.  Helena,  No.   11. 
current  rupees.         —        —  —        .—         7,70,000  77,000 

2,163,112 
Intercft  upon  debts,  a&  per  No.  16.     -     CR       51,78,256        517,826 

being  the  amount  accruing  on  the  debts  due  • 

by  the  Company,  on  the  30th  April,  i793> 

as  near  as  can  be  afcertained. 
Eftimated  furplus  from  the  revenues  -—  —  1,675,286 

Eftimated  fales  of  imports  and  certificates.  ' 

per  No,  15.        —        —        —        CR 
Total  fum  applicable  t^purchafeof  inveftment. 


41,54,522       4i5»45* 


payment  of  commercial  charges,  &c.  —  —  2,090,738 

In  the  average  eftimate  on  which  I  proceeded 
laft  year,  the  furplus  applicable  to  the  fame 
purpofes  was  computed  at  -^         — .        _        _         1 5513357 7 
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The  cftimatcs  therefore  for  1703-4,  are  bet- 
ter than  that  avera^  eftimate  by  —  —         —      ^f .  577,161 

But  in  (everal  articles  we  already  know,  that 
the  eftimates  for  1793-4,  as  here  dated,  will 
be  exceeded  by  the  a^ual  account.  The  pro- 
duce of  the  fait  at  Bengal,  I  have  aljready 
mentioned  as  likely  to  be  141,87  jl.  more  than 
the  eftimate  for  that  year.  The  charges  of 
buildings  and  fortifications  are  alfo  eftimated 
at  the  large  fum  of  rupees  1 1 ,69,000,  which 
is  confiderably  more  than  will  probably  be  ne- 
cefiary  to  be  expended  on  this  article  in  other 
years;  becaufe,  as  all  works  were  fufpended 
during  the  war;  a  larger  fum  was  required  in 
the  year  immediately  following  it,  to  make 
thofe  repsdrs,  &c.  which  had  been  omitted  in 
the  preceding  years.  With  refpedl  to  Bombay, 
I  am  obliged  to  adopt  the  eftimate  for  x  ngi'^s, 
in  the  ftatement  for  1 793-4*  But  in  tne  for- 
mer of  thofe  years,  tne  army  was  partly  on  a 
war  eftablifhment,  which  encreafed  the  expen- 
ces ;  and  the  fettlement  of  the  countries,  ceded 
by  Tippoo  on  that  fide  of  India,  npt  having 
been  concluded,  the  real  value  of  them  was 
not  known.  In  the  above  eftimate  therefore, 
the  expelled  collections,  are  ftated  at  only  ru- 
pees, 8,73,037  or98,2i61.inftead  of  2co,oool. 
as  calculated  in  the  eftknate  laid  before  this 
Houfe  lalt  year.  The  valuation  of  thefe 
countries,  given  by  Tippoo's  vackcels,  was 
about  320,000!.  per  annum,  and  it  appear^ 
from  the  Madras  accounts,  that  the  adlual  re- 
venues of  the  diftrifts  on  the  Choromandel 
fide,  have  exceeded  the  amouirt  ftated  in  the 
treaty.  But  iince  the  eftimate  for  1792-3  was 
formed  at  Bombay,  the  Commiftioners  on  tHe 
Malabar  coaft  have  made  conftderable  pro- 
grcfs  in  afcertaining  the  value  of  the  fevcral 
diftrifts,  the  refult  of  which  has  turned  out  fg 
favorable,  that  the  Governor  and  Council  have 
written  to  the  Court  of  DireAors,  that  the 
produce  is  likely  to  equal  the  valuation  in  the 
treaty ;  beftdes  this,  we  are  now  in  poffeflion 
of  the  porf  of  Mahc,  iituated  in  the  midft  of 
thofe  diftrifts,  which  will  add  to  their  value. 
From  thefe  circumftances  there  can  be  no 
doubt  of  the  eftimate  being  i  oo,oool.  or  per- 
haps 20o,oool.  too  low  in  this^  refpedl. 

But  though  thefe  particulars  fhew  that  the 
permanent  refources  will  be  greater  than  ftated 
m  the  above  eftimates,  and  of  courfe  encreafe  ' 

the  furplus,  I  do  not  mean  to  ftate  that  it  will 
exceed  the  fum  above-mentioned,  for  in  the 
Madras  eftimate  for  1793-4,  ^  fum  of  page. 


A.  1794-  *      DEBATES;  543 

das  10,04,553,  401,821!.  is  dated  to  be  re- 
ceivcd  from  Tippoo  Sultan,  which  is  only  a 
refoarcc  for  that  year,  and  which  would  have 
occafioned  me  to  ftatc  the  future  furplus  fo 
much  lefs,  if  the  circumftances  above-meft-  " 

tioned  did  not  prove,  that  the  permanent  re- 
fources  would  be  fo  confiderably  encreafed. 
I  therefore  compute  that,  with  the  aid  of 
400,0001.  from  the  fale  of  import  goods  and 
certificates,  the  fums  applicable  in  India  to 
the  purchafe  of  inveftment,  payment  of  com- 
mercial charges,  liquidation  of  debts,  or  fup- 
plies  to.China,  will  amount  to  about  two  mil- 
lions per  annum. 

DEBTS  IN  INDIA. 

The  early  period  at  which  it  was  ilcceflary 
to  bring  forward  the  accounts  laft  year,  pre- 
vented my  ftating  the  amount  of  the  debts  at  ' 
the  clofe  of  the  preceding  year  in  India,  (the 
30th  April,  1792):  The  account  was,  there- 
fore, made  up  to  the  period  of  the  lateft  ad-  . 
vices,  which  was  the  3 1  ft  of  January,  1792, 
at  Bengal  and  Madras,  and  the  31ft  O^ober^ 
1 79 1,  at  Bombay.  On  the  prefent  occafion, 
ilfo,  I  am  unable  to  ftate  the  amount  of  the 
debts  at  all  the  Prefidencies  on  the  30th  April, 
1 793,  the  period  to  which  the  annual  accounts 
are  made  up ;  but,  as  the  ftatement  for  Bengal 
is  made  for  the  31ft  of  January,  i7Q3,exadlly 
one  year  later  than  the  account  laid  oefore  the 
Houfe  laft  year,  there  can  be  no  obje^ion  to  a 
co'mparifon  being  diawn  between  them.  As 
the  war  with  Tippoo  continued  feme  little 
time  after  the  31ft  January,  1752,  the  debts 
were  in  confequence  increafed,  fo  that  on  the 
30th  April,  the  amount  was  about  250,0001. 
more  than  in  the  accounts  laid  before  the 
Houfe  laft  feffion,  and  confequently  a  compa- 
rifon  between  the  amount  then  owing,  and 
what  was  due  on  30th  April,  1793,  would 
ftiew  a  larger  redudtion  of  debt  in  the  courfe 
of  the  year,  than  the  prefent  ftatement  will 
exhibit.                                                       ^        Cur.  Rup.    Pounds  fieri. 

From  the  accounts  then  before  the  Commit- 
tee, it  appeared  that  the  debts  owing  by  the  '  v 
Company  amounted,  in  January  1792,  to          9.08,45,508     9*084,551 

By  the  account,  No.^id,  now  on  the  table, 
the  amoujit  owing,  in  January  1793,  was  7>85,74,049     7,857,405 

Decreafc  of  debts  in  India  .— •  1,22,71,459     1,227,145 
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The  amount  remitted  home  in  the  jear 
1792-5,  on  the  terms  fot  transferring  tbe  debts, 
isftated,  in  No.  17,  at  CRs  34^58,851 

And  in  No.  16,  it  is  re- 
marked, that  iince  the  clofe  of 
the  Quick  Stock  accoont,  bills 
have  been  drawn  on  the  Court 
of  Dire^lors,  in  payment  of  the 
debts  there,  which  bills  form 
a  part  of  the  debts  at  home  on 
ift  March,  and  are  therefore 
deduced  from  the  debts  in 
India  —  CRs   319369646 

Deducing  thefe  fums  —  65,95*4.77         6^9,459 

»■■■■.■■      I     I     ^^-^—    I      I 

The  amount  of  debt,  a6lu ally  liquidated  in 
India,  in  the  year  1792-3,  appears  to  have 

been        —                           —                —        56,75,982  567*595 

»i       ■ »»        ■  ■ 
The  debts  bearing  intereft,  according  to 

the  ftatement  of  laft  year     *  —                —     6,93,39,432  6,933,943 

£y  the  prefent  account.  No.  16            — •     6,32,23,287  6,322,329 

.  ■       •  *•  ■             < 

Decreafe  of  debts  bearing  intereft  —        61 , 1 6*  145         6 1 1  s6 14 

Annual  amount  of  intereft,  by  laft  year's 
account  —  —  —       59,22,097         529,210 

By  No.  16,  the  amount  is        —  —      51,78,256         517,826 

Decreafe  of  annual  intereft      — —        —        7,43,841  74*384 

In  a  note  at  the  foot  of  the  account  No.  16^ 
it  is  obferved,  that  the  whole  of  the  bond  debt 
at  Madras,  bearing  eight  percent.,  had  been 
paid  off,  and  that  intereft  thereon  had  ceafed* 
That  promiffory  notes,  at  fix  per  cent.,  werd 
sftuing,  which  bore  a  premium  of  two  and  a 
quarter  per  cent.,  and  that  if  an  equal  amount 
to  the  old  bond  debt  were  iflued,  the  faving 
of  intereft  would  be  1,07,006  current  rupees. 
This  would  reduce  the  intereft,  payable  in 
India,  to  50,71,250  current  rupees,  or 
507,1251.  And  as  the  intereft  at  Bombay  is 
certainly,  before  this  time,  reduced  from  nine 
and  an  eighth  to  eight  per  cent.,  the  total 
amount  of  intereft  niuft  be  now  lefs  than 
coo,oopl.  per  annum.  In  the  eftimate  laid 
Defore  the  Houfe  laft  year,  to  (hew  the  annual 
furplus  in  future,  561,9231.  was  allowed  for 
intereft,  or  61,923!.  more  than  is  now  payable 
annually ;  and  confequently  the  prefent  ac- 
counts are  fo  much  per  annum  better  than  that 
eftimate  in  this  article. 
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ASSETS' 

Car.  Rupees.  PcmndsScerl.' 

The  value  of  the  aflets  in  India,  at  ftatcd 
to  the  Houfe  laft  year,  conlldtng  of  cafh, 
bills,  goods,  and  (lores,  and  debts  owing  to 
the  Company,  amounted  to  >>^i>67,9%      ^,616,798- 

By  the  ftatemcnt,  No.  li^  the  amount  of 
fimilar  articles,  per  lateft  quick  flocks,  was    8,73,37,961       8»733>79^ 

Incteafe  of  alTets  and  debts  ovriog  to  the 

Company  ■  —  1,11,69,978      1,116,998 

Of  this  encreafe,  the  balance  of  cafii  a£tu« 
ally  in  the  treafuries  and  pay  offices,  amount* 
ed  to  CRs  $1,29,627,  or  512,9621*. 

The  increafe  of  debts  owing  to  the  Cora* 
pany,  which  form  a  part  of  tne  total  of  af- 
fcts,  is  CRs  96,65,775,  or  966,577!*  partof 
which  k  the  amount  due  from-  Uppoo  Sultani 
being,  at  the  valuation  here  adopted,  C  Rs 
42,69,347,  which  has  fince  been  paid  to  the 
Government  of  Fort  St*  George.  As  this 
encreafe  of  Debts,  added  to  the  encreafe  o( 
caili,  would  confiderably  exceed  the  total  en- 
creafe, it  is  evident,  that  thr  falue  of  ibme 
articles  mufl  have  been  lefs.  The  princi{)al 
article  in  which  this  diminution  has  tiaken 
place,  is  one  which  we  mufl  always  wifli  ca 
fee  as  fmall  as  poffible.  It  is  the  rahie  of 
goods  exported  from  this  country,  remaining 
in  the  Company ^s  warehoufes  unfold. 

Thefe,  in  No.  2,  of  laft  year's  accounts, 
were  valued  at  -r-     ^  47>JSjo66  475>S06 

By  No.  21,  the  quantity  fcmainifig  is  va- 
lued at  only  ■  ■    ■  —         i7»079599  170,760 

^  f  ■  II  ■  II  1 1 1 1  a         11     111 

The  dccreafe  is  ''*'■■'  30,47,467  304,746 

a  difference  which  may  be  ptefumed  to  indi- 
cate an  encreafing  demand  for  the  manufac- 
tures of  this  country. 

Adding  the  encreafe  of  aliets  in  Indisr,  asi 
above,  to  the  decreafe  of  debts,  by  remit-   1,11,69,978      1,116,99^ 
tanccs  hotte,  or  paid  off  by  cafiiy  as  before 
ilated  ■  ■  m  1,22,71,459       1,227,146 


(to 


•  Cajh  In  the  Treafuritjf^  hy  Nd.  Zy  laid  hfitrt  the  Konfi 

in  February  I'jq'^                 — ^                            -~r I>37»47>«39 

Ditroy  fy  N§.  ax        -— .,              — —                 —  1,88,76,866 

iKfea/f      CRt  $1,29,637 
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The  State  of  the  Company's  afein  at  the    Cur.  Rup.    Founds  Stcfl 
fettlements  in  India,  appears  better  than  in 
the  accounts  of  laft  year,  by  _  2,34,41,437       2,344,144 

An  improvement  to  10  large  an  amount  in 
one  year,  could  not  have  been  made,  in  ad- 
dition to  the  fums  applied  to  the  purchafe  of 
inveflmenty  by  the  refourcesof  that  country, 
even  affiftcd  by  the  ampunt  received,  or  ta 
be  received,  under  the  treaty  with  Tippoo 
Sultan.     A  large  fupply,    muft,   therefore, 
have  been  derived  from  another  fource,  and 
that  was  the  Company's  Trcafury  in  Eng- 
land.    The  drains  from  thence,   by  bullion 
exported,  and  the  demands  incurred  thereon 
by  bills  drawn,  have,  in  conicqucnccc,  been 
unufually  great,   and  thrown  a  temporary 
burthen  on  the  Company  at  home,  heavier, 
as  I  fhall  hereafter  have  occafion  to  obferve, 
thai^  is  confident  with  their  other  cngagt- 
inents. 


HOME   ACCOUNTS. 


The  accounts  of  the  State  of  the  Compa- 
ny's affairs  at  home,  are  No.  2,3  and  24,  and 
No.  I  and  2,  which  were  yeflerday  laid  be- 
fore this  Houfe.  No.  23  is  a  general  ac- 
count of  the  receipts  and  payments  made  by 
the  Company  in  the  whole  of  their  commer- 
cial tranfadions  at  home  laft  year,  with  an 

eftimate  of  the  fame  for  the  prefcnt  year 

Many  of  thcfe  articles,  fuch  as  money  bor- 
rowed, debts  paid,  fums  received  for  goods 
fold  in  private  trade,  and  the  amount  paid  to 
private  traders,  although  neccflarily  flated  to 
ibew  the  balance  of  cafli  at  theconclufion  of 
the  year,   are  not  conneAed  with  the  profit 
or  lofs  on  the  Company 's  trade.     Thefe  arti, 
clcs  were,  therefore,  omitted  in  the  average 
citimatc  on  which  I  founded  my  calculations 
laft  year ;  m  order  to  fliew,  in  a  fimple  point 
of  view,  the  amount  realifed  at  home  from  the 
revenues  and  trade,  after  paying  the  ordinary 
cxpenccs :    this  cflimate,    I  obferved,   was 
formed  on  _a  very  moderate  fcale,  and  that 
there  could  be  no  doubt  but  the  adual  refult 
ivould  be  much  more  favourable,  in  time  of 
tranquility,  than  it  appeared  in  that  calcula- 
tion.    In  the  laft  year,  ho^^ever,  owing  to 
the  ftagnationof  commerce,  and  other  caufes, 
the  fkles  have  been  below  that  eftimate;  the 

•>ccn  incfcafcd  by  the  war. 
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In  the  account »  No.  2,  of  thofe  dated 

2d  April,  laid  before  the  Houfe  ycfterday,  is 

a  comparifon  Jjctwcen  this  eftimate  and  the 

actual  amount  of  the  fales  of  goods  and  charges 

paid  thereout  in  that  year. 

The  fales  in  that  eftimate  were  ftated  at  jf  .4,988,300 

The  adlual  amount  laft  year  was       -        -  4,887,127 

Being  lels  than  that  eftimate        -        -  101,173 

The  charges  and  profit  on  private  trade  were  / 

Wken  in  the  eftimate,  at  -  -         -  70,000 

And  adlually  amounted  to  -        -        -  95,840 

More  in  the  aftual  account  -  -  25,^40 

So  that  the  difference  on  the  whole  of  thefe      . 
receipts  is  only  -  ^  -  -  1S>333 

It  is  to  be  obfervcd,  that  there  is  alfo  a  dif- 
ference in  the  amount  received  of  Government 
for  intereft  on  the  annuities ;  but  that  larifes 
from  the  circumftance  of  the  management  of 
the  annuities  having,  in  the  laft  'year,  been 
transferred  from  Leadenhall  Street  to  the  Bank, 
This  difference  is  .  -  -     ,  78,074 

15^407 

The  charges  on  the  other  fide  of  the  account 
^ere  confiderably  more  than  ftated  in  that 
eftimate  in  the  article  of  freight  and  ^^iporage; 
bat  the  bills  of  exchange  paid,  were  lefs,  fo 
that  taking  the  account  as  it  ftands^  the  excefs 
jof  charges  is  only,  per  No.  2,        —        —        —        -**       104,237 

Adding,  therefore,  the  excefs  of  charges  to 
the  deficiency  of  receipts,  the  aftual  out-turn 
laft  year  was  worfc  than  the  general  average 
eftimate,  by  —  — .  -^  *^  257,644 

This  deficiency,  below  the  average  furplus 
in  the  eftimate,  on  which  the  arrangement  with 
the  Company  was  founded,  is  not  fuch  as  to 
have  prevented  the  terms  of  that  arrangement 
having  been  opmpleted,  if  other  caules  had 
not  intervened^ 

The  fales  of  goods,  profit  on  private  trade, 
j^nd  intereft  on  annuities,  amounted  to,  per 
No.  2,         —         —         —         T—         —         -—         5,032,580 

And  the  charges  paid,  tg       -—        — '       —        _        4,083,100 

Making  a  furplus  of  ^—  -—  -^  y^  949,480 

Of  this  the  firft  appropriation  by  the  a£l  of 
laft  year,  was  to  be  towards  the  difcharge  of 
4ebts  transferred  from  India,  a  fum  of  .  ^00,000 

§p  ^hat  Jhw  lemained        —        —        .^        •*       .  4+9>48o 
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which  is  oidy  $0,5;  20  lefs  than  the  amoimt 
fettled  by  that  arrangement,  to  be  annually 
paid  into  His  Majefty 's  Es^cheqaer,  for  the  uus' 
of  the  Public. 

But  although  the  aniount  of  the  fales  and  pro* 
fits  on  the  tr^e  were  nearly  fufficient  fo  hjuw 
anf>vered  the  purpofes  ftate4  in  the  ]ate  a^ 
the  funis  Reived  for  goods  fold,  were  very 
deficient.  For,  owing,  to  the  e^^tenfivefhocjc 
«^hich  commerce  received  in  the  early  part  of 
the  lait  year,  the  iales  of  EaflrWia  good9 
were  greatly  reduced,  and  9  part^f  them  waa 
pofiponed  to  |i  IdLtSJr  j>ej:iod  trnpi  ufual.  Thus 
the-piece  goods  and  raw-filk«  which  iji  the  or-* 
dinary  courfe  of  the  trade,  ftiould  have  beea 
fold  in  November^  ^nd  have  .been  f«ud  for  be- 
ffue  March*  were  not  fold  till  January  and 
February,  and  form  part  of  ^e  ^ife  amount 
of  1,572,^001,  the  value  of  goods  iold,  not 
paid  K)r,  including  private  trade>  tOn  the  firft 
of  March  1794,  as  ftated  in  No.  24;  which 
fum,  it  appears  from  the  fame  number  u^ 
640,6001.  more  than  was  o^t.ftanding  on  th^ 
fiifl  of  March  1703. 

The  fales,  it  nas  been  already  ftated,  a? 
TO)unted  to  —  —  rrt         /•4«837iii7 

The  amount  received  fof  goods  iqld,  hf 
No.  23,  was  -r  rr  -^  A->^^*^S^ 

Lefs  received  than  the  amopx^t  of  £1^  --r  497  >66^ 


.  ^  The  Company  bei{ig[  therefore  obliged  tp 
give  to  the  buyers  of  their  goods  credit  to  fp 
large  an  amount,  more  thai)  ufual,  over  the 
firft  of  March,  has  occafioned  theni  to  de}ay 
reducing  their  bond  debt  to  the  fum  diredled 
by  the  a^  of  laft  ^^slt  ;  and  they  rely  on  thcf 
Wifdom  of  Parliament  tp  empower  thpn  tp 
continue  that  debt,  coo,oool.  alcove  the  fum 
fo  limited.  Indeed,  if  their  other  eng^^gement^ 
had  not  interfered,  they  would  have  been  abk 
to  have  fulfilled  thediredlionsof  that  ad^  but 
by  the  orders  for  transferring  the  debts  owing 
in  India  home,  they  were  bound  to  difcharge 
a  million  annually,  if  fo  much  becsime  due^ 
»4uch  was  the  ca^  laft  year ;  and  it  accord? 
ingly  appears  by  No.  23*  that  1,008,6371.  was 
jpajd  on  that  account.  If  only  506,000!.  of 
this  had  been  paid,  as  a)Ipt|ed  i;i  the  a^,'  the 
remainder  wpuld  have  borne  an  intereli  of  five 

Er  cent. :  and  1  have  m  doubt  but  that  Par* 
iment  will  concur  in  the  propriety  of  keeping 
^OQjOool.  of  bonds  out  at  four  per  cent,  ii^ 
orefereqce  \o  poitponiog  a  dcl^  to  the  ^uno 
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^mojant,  bearing  five  per  cent.  Intereft.    A^ 
the  bills  for  transferring  thefe  debts  are  drawa 

fay  able  a  year  and  a  half  after  date,  they  muft 
ave  been  drawn  long  before  the  arrangemei>t$ 

made  in  the  afl  were  in  agitation,  nor  go)i14 

^ny  information  be  fent  to  India>  to  prevent 

nearly  an  equal  amount  becoming  4ne  ia  the 

prefent  year )  the  liquidation  of  which,  I  (hall 

propofe  to  the  Comn>ittee  to  provide  for  in  g 

$Bulax  manfner.  It  niay  perhaps  be  aiked  if  w^ 

were  not  aware  of  thefe  engagements  when  the 

i^i«^gement  was  formed?    Undoubted^  we 

were;  and  if  the  circumftances  I  have  already 

j^Uuded  to,  had  ^ot  occucied  to  r^duoe  the  falM 

below  their  expedled  amount,  and  to  dimini(h 

the  receipts  for  the  goods  fold,  thefe  payment^ 

would  have  beei»  provided  for  by  the  powep 

j^vtR  in  the  a6l  of  increaiing  the  bond  debt 

root^ool,  with  the  confent  ^  ilie  CcmrtAC^ 

Soners  for  the  Affairs  of  jn^Uf  -  Althougl^ 

the  eftiipate,  on  which  I  foi^nded  ipy  calculgr 

tions,  was  formed  on  fo  modtt^te  z  fcale  at 

to  be  only  ioo,oooh  more  than  th^  a^iu^} 

fale  anioi^nt  of  goods  in  the:}^  yeaf^  >the«(Ur 

mate  on  which  the  Diredocs  oofl^p^tod  thetr 

payments-  in  the  year,  was  fprcaed.ok>  t^  (m^ 

portion  of  the  fales  being  xouch  higher  ;  and  ' 

in  this  expedation  they  were  warranted,  bjr 

^he  increafed  fales  of  former  years,  and  the 

great  market  opened  in  new  articies  from  the 

Eaft,  particularly  fi^gar  and  indigo. 

^p  I  of  the  .accounts  laid  before  the  Hoqio 

yefterday,  is  a  comparifon  qf  that  eitim^e 

fi^ith  the  adlual  fales. 

The  fale  of  good^  was  eftiinated  at  4^  £•$ 9766009 

And  amounted  to  ..    .■    ^  •»*■  ••»?•  4,587,127 

m     .   . • — * 

The  deficiency  is  «?•  *«  878,873 


Aboi}t  half  of  \yhich  Is  ^deounled  for  by  the 
fedudlion .  in  the  prices  of  ^iece  goods,  teas, 
and  raw  filk  ^  and  the  other  half  is  computed 
to  have  arifen  f|:om  a  left  quantity  of  tea  hav- 
ing been  fold,  in  confequence  of  pjfis^e  and  pri* 
yate  trade  teas  having  interfored  wi<h  thb  Com^ 
pany's  fales  tp  a  greater  degree  than  was  efti- 
mated,  and  from  a  (efs  quantity  of  coail  .piecd 
|bods  having  arrived  than  w^s  e^pe^ed.  The 
deficiency  in  this  Utter  article  alone,  below 
|he  eftima^^  was  40q,ooc>1,  Th^  war  with 
Tippoo  contmued  until  the  cornmencement  of 
1792,  and  the  advances  for  the  ppovifion  of 
jnveftment'  were  in  confoquence  h^xt  -fmall  io 
"fhc  preceding  jrcjir ;  ih^iaaun^  in  the  circaif 
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alfo  affected  the  manufadlures  there*    As  the 

firft  of  thefe  caufes  no  longer  exifls,  and  the 

inhabitants  have  been  relieved  from  the  latter, 

there  i«  little  apprehenfion  of  the  fales  failing,  ♦ 

in  the  prefcnt  year,  from  a  deficiency  of  coaft 

goods,  jguid  accordingly  the  amount  eftimated 

to  be  received  for  goods  fold  this  year,  is. 

ftated,  i».No.  23,  at  —  ^ •        it-5*4^^>35* 

This  eftimgte  Is  ibrmed  on  the  fuppoCtioa 
that  good«  may  be  fold  ;to  the  amount  of         —  —         SfS^^SS^ 

Of  which  there  may  remain  unpaid,  on  the 
£rftof  March  1795        ,^        «—        .^        —         —        i,078,oog> 

To  be  rcccircd  for  goods  fold  in  the  year    -w-         —        4,286,358" 
Ditto  for  goods  already  fold,  not  paid  for      — -*        —         1,140,000 

Amount  eilimated  to  be  received       ..««#i        -i^         —         5»4-26»358 


■V'^W^I^*'^ 


In  this  eflimate,  therefore,  the  falet  are 
Hated  at  only  477923 1 1.  more  than  the  amount 
/of  laft  year,  and  nearly  as  large  a  fum,  as  re- 
mained unpaid  in  March  1794,  is  allowed  for 
the  amount  expe6te4  to  be  unpaid  at  tbe  clofe 
jof  the  current  year ;  hut  as  that  l^agnatibn  in 
commerce,  which  took  place  in  the  early -part 
of  lafl  year^  is  now  removed,  the  fales  may^ 
probably,  this  year^  be  coadu6bed  nearly  a» 
nfual,  and  not  fo  large  a  fum  remain  unpaid 
in  March  179^9  as  above  eflimated*  And 
with  rcfpe£i  to  tiie  fales,  the  circumftances 
already  mentioned  fully  warrant  the  expedla- 
.tion  of  their  exceeding  the  amount  in  laft  year; 
and  that  their  excefs  will  at  leaft  be  equal  to 
what  is  fuppofed  in  the  prefcnt  eflimate,  is 
proved  from  the  lafl  month's  fale,  which  it 
juft  clofed :  the  a6lual  amount  of  almoft  every 
article  fold  in  that  month  having  been  more  thau 
the  eflimate ;  and,  in  the  whole,  exceeded  it,, 
by  the  fum  of  62,734K*.  This  Ihews  that 
the  eflimate  was  formed  with  a  proper  degree 
of  caution ;  and  as  the  commercial  credit  of 
the  country  is  recovering  from  the  embarrafT- 
incnts  under  which  it  laboured  laft  year,  there  . 
is  every  probability  that  the  following  falef 
will  be  eqftally,  if  not  more  favourable; 
which  juftifies  the  takin?  the  receipts  at  the 
amount  flated  in  the  eflimate. 

The  charges  in  the  articles  of  freight,  de-? 
jDorage,  &c.  are  flated  at  a  very  large  fum  on 
account  of  the  war.  The  exports  are  alfp 
fuppofed  to  be  234,6411,  more  than  was  comr 

» 
*  TT^e  cftimated  amount  of  fales  for  the  month  tf  March  was  816,358/. 
Tbemdual        dittQ     —    ,      ,1^  w^  .^         889,092/. 
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puted  upon  laftyear ;  but  as  thefe  will  either 
increafe  the  furplus  in  India,  to  provide  in- 
veftment,  or  pay  off  debts,  or  rcnaer  it  unnc- 
ceiTary  to  draw  fo  large  an  amount  of  bills 
from  China,  this  fum  cannot  be  confidered  as 
an  additional  charge  not  to  be  returned ;  but 
on  the  contrary  affords  a  ftrong  argument  for 
enabling  the  Company  to  epctend  their  credit^ 
until  they^  receive  a  return  for  thofe  exports. 
Befides  thefe  articles,  it  is  to  be  obferved,  that 
972,1261.  is  eflimated  to  be  paid  on  account 
of  the  India  debt,  or  472,1261.  more  than  di- 
rected by  the  a«5l  of  laft  year.  In  order  to 
provide  for  the  fevcral  payments  thus  becom- 
ing due  in  the  year,  and  to  reduce  the  bond 
debt  to  two  millions,  it  is  fuppofed,  in  the 
eflimate,  that  2Co,oool.  mud  be  borrowed, 
to  make  the  balance  of  ca(h  on  the  ifl  of 
March  179;,  230,926!.  But  this  fum  is  hv 
below  what  is  ncceflary  to  be  in  the  Treafury, 
to  anfwer  the  commercial  purpofea  of  the 
Company ;  it  would,  therefore,  be  impoflible 
for  them  to  pay  off  the  large  fum  of  India 
debt,  becoming  due  in  the  year,  without  far- 
ther aid  :  and  the  fame  policy  which  made  it 
a  wife  meafure  to  keep  up  the  bond  debt  at 
3,ooo,oooL  for  the  purpofe  of  difcharging  a 
million  of  India  debt  lait  year,  affords  a  fuifi- 
cient  reafon  for  increaling  it  farther,  in  the 
prefent  year*  to  accompliih  the  fame  purpofe, 

DEBTS    AT   HOME. 

Having-thus  flated  to  the  Committee,  the 
amount  of  the  receipts  from  the  Ead- India 
trade  at  home,  and  charges  paid  out  of  it  in 
the  lad  year,  I  fliali  next  compare  the  total 
of  debts,  owing  by  the  Company  at  home, 
and  the  value  of  effe<5ls  belonging  to  them,  as 
made  up  to  the  ill  of  March  laft,  with  the 
flatements  laid  before  this  Houfe  lad  year,  in 
order  to  (hew  the  variations  which  Have  taken 
place  fince  that  period. 

The  debts  owing  by  the  Company  in  Eng- 
land, including  the  U'ansferred  debt,  accord- 
ing to  laft  year's  account,  cxclulivc  of  the 
capital  ftock  and  annuities,  amount  to  -^  -^        7>6o4,6jbq 

Amount  of  ditto  in  March  laft,  by  the  lat- 
ter part  of  No.  23         — p        -^        _         -.         ^        7,006,  joo 

'.■■■■■  M 

Decreafe  of  debts        —        -«        —        _        ^    ^.     598,129 

,after  paying  250,000!.  to  Government  in  the 
year,  and  including  250,0001.  more  on  the 
fume  account  among  the  debts« 
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ASSETS  AT  HOME,  ANf)  AFLOAT  OUTWARD. 

The  aflets  at  home,  maUeg  tlie  account  cx- 
a^ly  funilar  to -the  fccond  part  of  No.  23, 
that  is,  omitting  the  old  claims  on  Govern- 
ment for  French  prifoners,  5k:.  ftruck  off  by 
the  adl,  and  the  annuities  transferred  to  iht 
Bank,  amounted  laft  year  to*        ■«—  '^  £*  9»2i9f  173 

By  No.  2  J,  the  amount  it  -^  •— *•  9,888,836 


■    * 


Encreafedyalue  of  effe£ls  '  659,665 


«M 


Adding  the  decreafe  of  debts  to  the  eticreaft 
ofaflets,  the  affairs  at  home  appear  better  by        «^  £,  ii^57^799 


CHINA  AND  St.  HELENA. 

The  espences  of  the  Company,  at  the 
Factory  of  Canton,  being  merely  of  a  com* 
mercial  nature,  are  either  included  in  the  in* 
voice  of  the  goods,  or  form  a  part  of  the 
charges  of  merchandize  at  home,  and  there- 
fore  the  State  of  the  Company's  afiairs  there 
is  fufSciently  (hewn  by  the  balance  of  quick 
ilock,  being  the  amount  by  wiiich  the  csySi  in 
the  treafury,  or  advances  for  the  purchafe  of 
teas,  exceed  the  debts  owing  to  the  mer- 
chants. 

This  including  the  fmall  balance  at  St. 
Helena,  was  lad  year,  as  per  No.  24,  in  fa« 
TOur  of  the  Company  —  jm^  if*^^$i9S5 

And  by  the  lateft  advices^  per  No.  24,  —  i,o8b,88'x 

Increafe  of  property  at  Chinaand  St.  Helena  — «         £.  274,926^ 


**< 


•  Pahie  of  mffkts  at  home  and  nfloat^  firjl 

March  1 793,  as  fated  l^year  1  .i  1 2,665, 145 

DeduM  annuities  former^  foldy  and  now  trans- 
ferred to  the  Bank  ■      n     ..  ,  2,992,440 

Old  claims  on  Govtrnment  Jtruck  offbj  tbt  aBm  ^^^(y^z 


>«>ii«i 


3*436*<>7* 
^.9,229,173 
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GENERAL  COMPARATIVE  VIEW  of  the  Comfamy's 
Debts  and  Assets,  in  the  laft  Years  Accounts,  and  in  the 
prefent. 

In  acollc6tivc  p6int  ef  view,  the  refult  of 
the  comparifon  of  the  Company's  debts  and 
eife6b  abroad  and  at  home,  as  flated  in  the  laft 
and  prefent  year's  accounts,  is  as  follows : 

Debts  le/svLiid  aflctsw^rr  in  India  (Page  20)         —        £.  2,344,144. 
*  Ditto  in  China  and  St.  Helena,  —  274,926 

Ditto  at  h«me  — —  —  1,257,792 

»       ^— — — # 

iC-3»876,8s7 
But  towards  this  there  was  raifed,  by  an 

incrcafe  of  capital  Hock,  ■  £.  2,000,000 

Befides  which,  in  the  lafl  account  of  ftock 
per  computation,  there  are  fome  corrections 
made  for  cargoes  arrived  from  India,  iince 
making  up  the  accounts  in  India,  &c.  207,108 

Deducing  therefore  —  —  2,207, f  08 

The  nett  improvement  in  the  Company's 
afiairs  by  reduoion  of  debts,  and  increafe  of 
aflets,  after  paying,  or  providing  for  the  pay- 
ment of  50o,«ooh  to  the  Public,  appears  to 
have  been  —  — —  £.  1*^69,749 


Such,   therefore,   has  been  the  profperous  ftate  of  the  £a(l-India 
Company's  finances  on  the  whole,  that  notwithflanding  the  defalcation 
in  the  fales  at  home,  their  affairs  appear  better  by  1,669,749!.  in  the  pre- 
fent accounts,  than  they  did  in  the  ilatements  laid  before  the  Houfe  laft 
year ;  and  this  after  providing  for  the  payment  of  500,000!.  to  Govern- 
ment.    A  cpnfiderable  part  of  this  improvement  has  undoubtedly  arifen 
from  temporary  refources,  particularly  the  fums  received  from,  or  ow- 
ing by  Tippoo  Sultan ;  but  independent  of  that  amount,  the  permanent 
revenues  were  more  productive  than  in  preceding  years.    And  that  thofe 
refources  will  be  equally,  or  indeed  more  produaive  in  future,  there  is 
every  reafon  to  expedt  from  the  flourifiiing  ftate  of  the  Company's  af« 
fairs  in  India.    In  whatever  point  of  view  their  fituation  is  conndered 
the  profpedt  exceeds  the  moft  fanguine  ezpedtations  that  could  have 
been  formed,  when  I  firft  brought  the  annual  ftatements  under  the  con- 
iideration  of  this  Houfe.     For  this  ftate  of  profperity,  we  are  rreatly 
indebted  to  the  valour  in  the  field,  and  wifdom  in  the  Council  of  the  !!• 
luftrious  character  juft  returned  from  India  to  receive  the  thanks  of  his 
country ;  a  tribute  well  earned  by  his  indefatigable  exertions  to  promote 
its  interefts. 

With  refpeCt  to  the  continuance  of  the  prefent  pro^erous  ftate  of  the 

Company's  aJBQiirs  in  the  Eaft,  there  is  no  doubt  of  its  being  perma« 

nent,  as  far  as  ftability  in  the  courfe  of  human  events  can  be  promifed. 

All  the  poifeilions  (the  diftant  iflands  excepted)  belonging  to  the  only 

European  power  in  that  part  from  whom  we  could  have  any  apprehen- 

Vol.  XXXVIII.  4  B 
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fions  of  danger,  have  been  captured.  The  alliance  which  fubiifted  be- 
tween this  once  formidable  rival  and  our  powerful  Indian  opponentf 
which  has  more  than  once  brought  ourpoffemons  in  the  Carnatic  to  the 
brink  of  ruin,  had  already  been  diiTolved.  And  the  el^^hiil  chtck 
which,  under  the  condudt  of  the  Marquis  Cornwallis,  had  been  given  to 
the  Myforean  power,  has  iince,  under  the  fame  aufpices,  been  followed 
by  the  total  annihilation  of  that  of  the  French  on  the  Continent  of  In- 
dia. Tippoo,  at  length  defpairing  of  ever  being  able  to  accomplifti  hit 
once  favourite  obji(^  of  expelling  Ub  fiom  the  Carnatic,  and  finding  his 
expectations  of  afliflance  from  the  natural  enemy  of  Britain  fruftraced^ 
is  no  longer  mifled  by  the  machinations  of  individuals  of  that  nation.—- 
He  finds  it  his  true  intered  to  cultivate  our  friendflnp,  and  the  firfl:  fitp 
has  been  the  fulfilment  of  his  engagements  to  us  and  our  allies.  As  the 
vidories- obtained  over  this  formidable  enemy,  muft  have  raifed  our  mi- 
litary character  in  the  eyes  of  the  Jndian  powers,  fo  has  our  exa6l  adhe- 
rence to  the  engagements  with  them,  eftabliftied  the  opinion  of  oar 
good  faith.  Of  this  a  diilinguiflied  infbance  was  given  by  the  noble 
Marquis,  a  little  before  he  left  that  country,  which,  however  great  he  may 
be  as  a 'Warrior,  and  great  as  a  flatefman,  fheds  additional  lufire  on  bis 
judgement  for  the  found  policy  with  which  it  was  didated.  When  it 
was  found  that  the  inflalmcnts  of  the  amount  to  be  paid  by  Tippoo  to* 
wards  the  expences  of  the  war,  were  not  delivered  to  the  Mahrattahs 
and  the  Nizam  with  the  fame  punctuality  as  to  us,  his  Lordfliip  dif- 
claimcd  the  preference.  "  However  acceptable,  (faid  he)  fo  large  a 
fum  might  be  to  us  in  the  prefent  iituatioii  of  our  affairs,  I  will,  not  ac- 
cept of  the  money  while  you  are  in  arrears  to  the  Nizam  our  ally  ;"  and 
he  accordingly  ordered  that  the  Company's  (hare  fliould  not  be  received 
until  the  allies  were  fatisfied.  This  effectually  checked  all  Tippoo's 
hopes  of  exciting  diflention  between  the  Company  and  their  allies,  and 
(hewed  that  they  were  inflexibly  determined  that  the  terms  of  the  treaty 
fhould  be  fulfilled ;  and,  in  confequence,  he  has  iince  compleated  his 
engagements* 

It  has  been  hinted  alfo,  that  the  countries  ceded  by  Tippoo  would  not 
be  found  of  any  confiderable  value,  and  that  the  edintates  given  were 
fallacious  and  enormoully  exaggerated.  The  faCt,  however,  has  turned 
out,  that  the  countries,  on  the  £a(tern  fide  of  Tippoo's  remaining  do- 
minions, have  already  produced  even  more  than  the  fums  at  which  they 
Were  valued  by  him.  What  thofe  on  the  Malabar  coaft  may  producci 
we  are  not  yet  able  to  afcertain,  not  having  received  the  accouuts  from 
Bombay ;  put  a  letter  from  the  Governor  Uates,  that  it  is  probable  the 
revenues  will  nearly  amount  to  the  fum  eHimated. 

But  it  has  not  been  only  by  the  brilliancy  and  valufe  of  pur  conquefb, 
and  by  our  punCtual  adherence  to  the  (tipulations  with  our  allies,  that 
the  Britifh  name  has  been  raifed  to  its  j>refent  high  eflimation  in  India, 
iu ring  the  adminiftration  of  the  Marquis  Corn  wallis:  Equally  qualified 
to  direCtthc  operations  of  Civil  Government,  as  to  acquire  glory  m  the 
field,  he  has  fuggefled  and  carried  into  execution  a  variety  c^  plans  for 
ameliorating  the  fituation  of  the  numerous  inhabitants  of  thofe  provincei; 
the  adoption  of  which  has  been  naturally  followed  by  the  incrcafiogpro^ 
perity  of  the  country  in  general. 

One  of  thefe  meafures,  for  its  magnitude,  defervc«  particnlM*  notice. 
It  had  long  been  under  contemplation  to  foim  a  permanent  fettlemenc 
fvith  the  landholders  under  the  bengal  Government,  in  order  that  by 
knowing  the  atmoit  demand  to  which  their  lands  would  be  liable^  dictf 
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» 

induftry  might  be  fiim\}lfited  to  make  fuch  improrements  as  teould  in* 
create  the  Souriflimg  ftatc  of  thofc  provinces.  Various  opinions  were 
heid  rei*p9(3tiflg  tbi^fplan,  aod  fome  ofthoCe,  who  were  be il -in formed, 
doubted  its  ftipcefs*  The  opioioa  of  the  noble  Marcjuis  was  decidisdiy 
in  ic$  fsiTour,  and  ia  this  he  v^4$  fupported  by  the  Government  at  home« 
A  iVtti^meiit  was  ^t  length  concluded  with  many  of  the  principal  Uod-> 
holders  &>x  ten  years,  and  the  particulars  referred  home  for  approbation. 
On  coAiidering  the  whole  of  the  'fubje£i,  It  appeared  likely  to  give  addi- 
fl/OOale^a^y  to  th^  plan*  iif  the  fettlement  were  declared  perpecual.-r* 
Ord^s  were  accordingly  r^enit  from  home  for  that  purpbfe,  which  were 
io^qi^diately  carried  ^oto  e^^ecu^on.  At  the  fame  time  ibme  internal  du- 
ties, (the  fayer  in  parti*? ular)  which  were  found  oppreilivc  to  the  inha- 
bitaox^.  were  ^oUihed.  The  adoption  of  thefe  ineafurca  occaiioned  at 
Jirfl  a  .defalcation  of  the  revenues.  But  this  did  not  excite  much  akrra  ; 
|he  progreis  pf  ihe  iettleincnt  was  perilled  in  ;  ^nd  it  appears  from  the 
papers  now  oo  you^'  talkie,  that  tl)«  revenues  in  the  third  year,  under 
this  fyficm^  h^e  been  as  productive  as  the  average  of  any  former  year# 
jgave  us  rcafon  to  exped.  With  this  ;the  prol'perity  of  the  country  ha^ 
increafcd,  and  with  it  another  fource  of  revenue,  the  confumption  o£ 
tilu  The  receipt^  from  this  article  may  now  be  flated  as  likely  to 
an>o\^Qjt  to  .^bout  a  aiiUion  flerliagper  annum.  Indeed,  in  a  letter  from 
the  Secretary  of  the  Bengal  Government,  dated  30th  September,  1793U 
lately,xcceived,  it  is  ilatcd,  th^it  the  fale  of  fait  in  1 793-49  would  amount 
XOQ^jiecrore  two  lacks  of  Sicca  rupees,  or  more  than  i,  180,000!.^  and 
that  this  arofc  ^^  not  from  an  enhanced  price,  but  chiefly  from  an  ia* 
creafedfale." 

Anothex  meafure,  which  ^ay  be  confidcred  as  the  laft  legacy  left  by  the 
jaoble  Marquis  to  the  people,  on  whom  he  had  conferred  10  many  obliga# 
tions^  will,  by  facilitating  the  4neans  of  obtaining  juiUce  to  all  our  fub- 
jcds,  tend  to  encreafe  the  internal  profperity  of  the  country.  This  is  the 
.eftablifhment  of  provincial  courts,  feparate  from  the  colledorihips.  To 
thefe  courts  the  loweft  ryots  m^y  .appeal  and  obtain  redrefs  from  any  op- 
preflion  of  their  fuperiors,  whether  native  or  European :  whereas  fbrmerly 
•they  could  only  apply  to  the  coUedlor ,  who,  in  lome  cafes  might  be  a 
party  concerned, .  As  this  eilabliihment  is  attended  with  an  additional  ex-* 
pence  of  irupees  6,11^586,  61,158!.  per  annum,  it  mud  certainly  prove 
to  the  native^  how  attent;ive  our  Government  there  is  to  promote  their 
welfare.  , 

From  this  general  afped  of  the  Britilh  affairs  in  India^  it  naturally  fol- 
lows th^t  the  confidence  of  the  natives  in  our  Gorernments  ihould  encreafe, 
and  that  whatever  is  fandlioned  by  their  authority,  or  depending  o.\  their 
Security,  ftiould  rife  in  value.  This  has  happened  in  an  eminent  degree. 
Jn  thecourfeof  thewar,  confiderable  furas  were  raifed  by  loan,  at  twelve 
|>er  cent,  interefl.  Thefe  loans  have  been  paid  off,  as  alfo  a  large  amount 
pf  Bonds  at  eight  percent,  and  promiflbry  notes  bearing,bnly  fix  per  cent^ 
intereft,  are  now  ilTued  at  Madras  at  two  and  ajquartcr  per  cent,  premium. 
Thi3  redu€lion  of  intereft  will,  of  courfe,  produce  a  coniiderable  favin^ 
in  :Che  annual  expenditure,  and  in  that  proportion  encreafe  the  furplus  re- 
venues of  the  territories  in  Irldia.  It  will  probaoly  be  objeded  to  me  that 
.though  this  is  a  proof  of  the  high  ftate  oithe  Company's  credit,  it  is  no 
proof  of  the  general  profperity  of  the  country:  for  it  may  happen  from 
the  declining  ftate  of  trade.  Sec.  in  a  country,  that  no  fources  are  open 
for  the  employment  of  money  in  a  profitable  way,  and  therefore  the  mo- 
jued  mea  ajre  coiiteot  to  take  whatever  ^ey  can  ^4>tain,  as  preferring  a 
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fmatt  inteieft  to  none.  Tbb  however  is  not  the  cafe  with  the  Britifli  pof- 
feflions  in  India :  the  depreciation  of  intereft  has  not  been  occaiioned  hy  die 
.poverty  q|  the  country,  bat  by  means  which  have  contributed  to  encreaie 
Its  prorperity.  The  countries  ceded  to  us  on  the  Malabar  coaft,  afford 
new  feurces  of  inland  and  coailing  trade^and  the  country  trade  to  China, 
perhaps,  now  exceeds  its  amount  for  many  years  paft.  But  the  influx  of 
6  or  700,0001.  in  fpecie  fent  out  by  the  Directors,  during  the  war,  befides 
confiderable  fums  carried  out  by  individuab  to  purchafe  Company's  paper, 
-at  a  high  rate  of  intereft,  together  with  upwards  <^  a  million  received  from 
Tippoo  Sultan,  amounting  in  the  whole  to  near  two  millions  imported  in« 
to  our  territories  in  thefpace  of  two  years,  would  form  an  addition  to  the 
capital  in  fpecie,  which  no  encreaie  of  trade  that  could  be  made  in  (b 
(hort  a  time,  would  employ.  The  encreafing  confidence  in  the  Company's 
Government,  alfo  augments  the  quantity  of  fpecie  in  circulation,  as  it  m- 
duces  the  natives,  who,  according  to  their  old  prejudices,  feared  to  fhew 
their  wealth,  left  it  (hould  fubjed  them  to  greater  exactions,  now  to  bring 
forward  their  hoards  toburchafe  land,  or  to  improve  the  property  they  al- 
ready pofTeis,  and  consequently  to  encreafe  the  general  profperity  of  the 
territories  in  India  under  our  prote^on. 

With  rei'pe^tf  therefore,  to  the  general  ftate  of  our  afiairs  in  India^ 
they  fixliy  anfwer,  and,  indeed,  hr  exceed  the  expe^dons  which  I  held 
out  to  the  Committee  laft  feflion* 

The  affairs  of  the  Company  at  home,  have  undoubtedly  been  affisi^ed 
by  the  exifting  circumiknces  of  the  times.  This  (as  the  Committee 
may  perhaps  recollect)  I  laft  year  dated  would,  to  a  certain  degreCt 
af{e6t  the  calculations  I  then  fubmitted  to  the  Committee ;  but  I  con- 
ceived that  they  would  not  experience  any  material  injury  from  deprc- 
darions  on  their  trade.  But  at  a  time  when  Government  have  fitted  out 
fo  large  and  formidable  a  fleet,  which  requires  an  immenfe  fupply  of 
naval  (lores,  thofe  articles  niuft  be  enhanced  in  price,  and  the  expences 
of  procuring  feamen  muft  be  confiderably  increafed.  The  chaises  of 
freight  have,  in  confequencci  been  much  greater  than  they  would  in 
a  period  of  peace. 

T4ie  extenfive  fliock  which  commercial  credit  felt  at  the  commencement 
of  laft  year,  originating  from  caufeb  already  fufSciently  explained  to  this 
Houfe,  in  its  confequences  neceifarily  afieaed  the  £ail-India  Company. 
For  though  their  affairs  were  not  immediately  implicated  in  thofe  caufes, 
yet  the  numerous  failures  reduced  the  number  of  buyers  at  their  falcs, 
and  confcquently,  leflened  the  competition  necefTary  to  keep  up  the  prices 
of  their  goods  to  the  proper  flaudard.  As  the  prices  of  Britifh  manu- 
factured goods  decreafed,  fo  muft  the  value  of  fiafl-India  articles ;  for 
both  in  a  proportionate  degree,  depend  on  each  other.  Hence  the  falcs 
in  the  laft  year  were  lefs  than  their  expedcd  amount,  and  the  goods 
fold  at  lower  prices.  The  good  effects  of  the  plan  brought  forward  laft 
fellion,  for  the  relief  of  commercial  credit,  have  been  cxtenfively  felt, 
and  trade  has  already  begun  to  revive  from  its  fudden  depreilion.  Al- 
though one  market  is  neceflarily  fliut  againil  the  admiffion  of  Britifh  or 
Ealt-India  goods,  others  begin  to  open,  and  little  doubt  can  be  enter- 
tained but  that  the  Company's  fales  will  immediately  rife;  and  this 
pro(pe£t  has,  as  I  have  before  obferved,  been  already  confirmed  by  the 
amount  of  the  firft  month's  fale  having  exceeded  the  edimate  by  62,7341. 

It  may  probably  be  afked,  if  the  Company's  affairs  are  fo  profpcrous 
abroad,  and  improving  at  home,  why  borrow  money,  why  apply  for  re- 
lief? To  this  I  anfwei  that  the  Company  only  apply  to  ParUameut  for  leave 
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to  raife,  on  their  oi^n  credit,  fach  fums/as  (hall  b^  requifite  to  carry  on 
their  affairs:  an  indulgence  to  which  they  are  fully  entitled  under  the  pre* 
fent  particular  circumllances*  When  I  propofed  the  arrangement  between 
the  rublic  and  the  Company,  it  was  certainly  forefeen,  that  the  encreafe 
of  dividends  to  the  Proprietors,  and  the  payments  to  Government,  would 
reduce  the  balance  of  ca(h  in  their  Treafury  at  home,  or  prevent  fo  large 
an  amount  of  debts  beino;  paid  off  as  was  eftimated :  but  it  was  not  fore- 
feen  that  the  ihock,  which  our  commerce  fuftained  about  that  period,  would 
operate  to  leffen  the  fales  ,to  the  extent  which  took  place ;  nor  that  it  would 
in  confequence  be  neceflary  to  poftpone  a  part  of  the  fales,  fo  that  a  larger 
amount  of  the  goods  fold  than  ufual,  would  remain  nof  paid  for  at  the 
clofe  of  the  year.  In  the  annual  eftimate  laid  before  this  Houfe  in  Febru*^ 
ary  ITQS*  it  was  computed,  according  to  the  large  fales  eftimated  to  be 
made  from  March  1793*  to  March  l^g^»  that  5,4.07 ,90«U  would  be  re* 
ceived  in  that  year  for  goods  fold ;  but  they  adtuaily  received,  as  per 
No.  z$9  only  4,389,4$ 81. ;  the  di£^rence  is  1,01 8^4421.  which  I  have 
already  explamed  to  arife  partly  from  a  felling  off  in  the  fales,  and  partly 
from  the  large  amount  of  goods  fold  not  bemg  paid  for  in  the  year.  A 
defalcation  to  this  extent  muft  "certainly  have  occafioned  ccmiiderable  em- 
barraffment  in  fulfilling  the  Company's  en^gements,  and  it  was  only  by 
the  judicious  meafure  adopted  laft  year,  otencreafing  their  Capital,  that 
they  were  enabfed  to  pay  off  i  ,008463 7L  of  India  debt,  and  i  ,628,475  of 
Bonds. 

While  the  arrapeements,  eftablifhed  by  the  late  adl,  were  under  difcuf- 
fion,  orders  were  lent  out  to  India,  to  put  a  ftop  to  the  transfer  of  debt 
home,  until  the  terms  fhould  be  fettled,  and  farther  diredlions  ^iven.-— 
Thefe  orders,  however,  could  not  arrive  in  time,  to  prevent  bills  from 
being  drawn  in  India,  which,  with  thof(;  then  already  arrived,  amount  to 
near  two  millions,  becoming  payable  in  the  laft  and  prefent  year.  On 
confidering  the  total  amount  of  the  debts  owing  by  the  Company,  and  of 
the  commercial  and  other  property  belonging  to  them  laft  year,  it  appear- 
ed fully  fufficient,  on  renewing  the  charter  for  twenty  years,  to  appropriate 
fpecifically  coo,oooL  a  year  to  the  liquidation  of  the  India  debt;  for  that 
(um  wpuld  be  fufficient  to  reduce  the  debt  as  low  as  it  would  be  prudent 
to  reduce  it,  in  about  half  that  period.  As  therefore  a  million  became  due 
laft  year,  and  nearly  the  fame  fum  becomes  due  in  the  prefent,  the  Com- 
pany could  not  be  in  precifely  the  fituation  fuppofed  in  the  a6l,  namely, 
of  being  liable  only  to  pay  coo,oool.  of  India  debt  per  annum,  unlefs  the 
arrangement  with  the  Public  had  been  pollponed  for  two  years. 

But  confidering  the  great  improvement  which  had  been  made  in  the 
ilate  of  the  Company's  affairs  fince  the  war,  which  ended  in  1783,  and 
how  much  more  valuable  the  poffefiions  in  India  were  renderea  by  the 
fuccefsful  termination  of  ^e  war  with  Tippoo  Sultan,  I  had  no  hefitation 
in  deciding  that  the  Proprietors,  whofe  capital  had  flood  the  riik  of  any 
unfavourable  turn  which  their  aff^rs  might  have  taken  during  that  period, 
had  a  right  to  expe^  an  immediate  increafe  of  intereft  on  that  capital ;  and 
that  it  would  not  be  equitable  for  the  Public  to  forego  their  (hare  of  parti* 
cipation  in  the  revenues  of  India  for  two  years,  becaufe  fo  large  an  amount 
of  debt  from  thence  might  become  payable  at  home  in  thofe  years.  For, 
if  the  ordinary  receipts  (hould  not  be  adequate  to  difcharge  thefe  debts, 
together  with  the  other  payments,  it  would  only  be  neceffar y  to  increafe 
another  fpecies  of  debt  at  a  lower  intereft,  to  payoff  the  transferred  debt ; 
and  that  is  what  I  now  propofe  to  the  Committee  that  the  Company  ihould 
be  cabled  to  do.    In  doing  this^  it  muft  be  obferved,  that  the  dire^ons 
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«f  die  hte  9A  in  this  rripeft  wiU  be  ftrkUy  complied  with»  as  the  debt 
tnnsferred  from  India  will  be  paid  off  equ^lj  as  much  as  die  boadd^t 
ii  propoied  fo  be  incieafed  in  the  pcefent  year.  With  fefpeft  to  die  fol- 
lowing year,  we  knpw  not  the  amount  ot  bilk  that  will  become  pajalde; 
and*  under  the  prefent  cireamftanocs,  it  is  difficok  to  determine  to  what 
extent  the  Governments  abroad  flioald  be  authorized  to  transfer  the  debts 
liome.  While  the  iales  of  goods  incKaied  fitffickntly  to  anfwer  the  de- 
mands on  the  Treafurf  at  home^  there  could  be  no  doubt  of  tlie  policy  of 
accepting  all  ofkn  for  transferring  the  debt  from  India  at  a  profitaUe  rate 
of  exchange,  to  any  amount,  efpecially  as  the  rate  of  intereft  was  then 
very  low  m  this  country,  and  irery  hish  in  India.  But  now,  when  the 
iaics  have  fallen  oSE,  and  the  inteidl  of  money  has  incieafed  at  home,  a^d 
decreafed  in  India,  £0  that  the  diiference  is  but  fmall,  it  (hould  feemmore 
digible  to  p^  off  the  debt  in  India,  than  to  bring  it  home  in  tiie  (hape  of 
inveilment,  which-may  tie  a  confiderable  time  In  the  wardioufe  before  it 
is  ibid.  Some  mode  of  remittance  muft,  however^  be  left  for  the  Com- 
{lany's  fervants  in  India,  to  bring  their  fortunes  home,  otherwife  the  old 
complaints  of  their  lending  money  to  foreigners  to  trade  with,  w^  be  re- 
newed. For  thefe  reafons,  I  am  of  opinion  that  this  mode  of  remittaace 
Ihoold  never  be  entivdy  ftoppcd ;  as  nothing  could  be  more  injudicious 
than  the  old  regudations,  by  which  the  Con^iany  would  nekher  bring 
Jbome  the  fortunes  of  their  fervants  themfelves^  nor  allow  chofe  fortunes 
to  be  remitted  through  other  channels. 

i  have  before  ohferved,  that  the  amount  of  goods  fold,  notpmd  for, 
on  the  fkft  of  March  laft,  exceeded,  very  considerably,  the  uML  fuiii 
outftanding,  and  that  the  Company  did  not  receive,  in  the  laft  year,  (o 
smch  as  the  fale  of  their  goods  amounted  to,  by  497 ,669!.  I  therdfor^ 
prapofe,  that  >asthey  have  given  this  additional  credit,  over  the  firft  of 
March«  to  the  buyers,  that  an  equal  credit  in  bonds  (hall  be  given  to 
them,  in  addition  to  the  1 4500,000!.  ftated  in  the  a6l,  and  that  fhey  IhaH 
be  empowered  to  continue  their  bond  debt,  at  its  prefent  amount  of  two 
millions.  And  as  they  paid  in  the  lad  year  of  the  India  transferred 
debt  ^  —  —         £nisOO%i6$i 

fieiides  567 ,59 SI.  which,  as  before  ftated,  appears  to  have 
been  paid  off  in  India  in  fjg^-s  ; 

And  as  they  eftimate  to  pay  off  the  fame  ^bt  in  the 
prefent  year,  to  the  amount  of  ■        •  972*1 26 

Making  together  —  —  £-^>9^0sl^3 

'Which  is  980,765!.  more  than  the  500,000!.  per  annum^  appropriated  ia 
the  aft  ibr  the  liquidation  of  this  debt,  I  ihall  therefore  propofe  to  the 
Houfe,  in  conformity  to  the  petition  juft  prefented  from  tlie  Company, 
;lhat  they  be  enabled,  with  the  confent  of  the  Commiffioners  for  the  Af- 
fairs of  India,  to  iffue  bonds  to  the  amount  of  one  million  more,  if  it 
ihall  be  neceffary ;  making  the  limit  of  their  bond  debt  three  millions 
fterling,  and  that'they  be  not  bound  to  reduce  it  again  lower  ^antwo 
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